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LONDON, JULY 21, 1877. 


CURRENT TOPICS. 


Exirthe Forfeiture Relief Bill. On the 13th inst. the 
order of the day for the second reading of this measure 


was discharged. 





Tur Sonicrrors’ Examination Birt has passed the 
House of Commons without material alteration, and, as 
the result of the provision for paid examiners, we may 
reckon with confidence upon a marked improvement in 
the uniformity of the examinations. We hope that in 
any changes which are made in the subjects, the question 
of raising the standard of the preliminary ex amination 
will not escape consideration. 





A sum of “very nearly £800” was stated by the 
Attorney-General, in Committee of Supply a few days 
ago, to have been received by the Land Registry Office 
for registration fees. As the sum voted for the office this 
year is £5,418, and the office has been open under 
the recent Act for over eighteen months, this can 
hardly be called a triumphant result, and we are a little 
at a loss to know on what grounds certain speakers, in the 
discussion on the vote, based their faith thatregistration of 
titles would speedily become general. 





We VENTURE TO AFFIRM, as we have all along affirmed, 
that the registration of titles will never have any 
chance of becoming general until the recommendation 
of the Land Transfer Commissioners of 1869 is adopted, 
and local registries, somewhat on the principle of the 
local probate registries, are established. The elaborate 
provisions of the Land Transfer Act (sections 118—122), 
as to the appointment of “ district registrars, assistant 
disirict registrars, clerks, messengers, and servants to 
perform the business of registration in any district,” 


‘ appear to us to proceed on an entirely wrong principle. 


What is needed is the appointment of solicitors of good 
standing as local registrars; their payment by fees and 
4 system of transmission of duplicates of the register 
between the London and country offices, the examination 
of titles being conducted at the central registry, and 
the local office being used for registering possessory 
titles “ae subsequent transfers, and for the purposes of 
search, 





A Point or CONSIDBRABLE INTEREST was recently brought 
befote the Incorporated Law Society. Mr. Stevenson, 
Seolicitor of Nottingham, was in April last refused 
audience at the Westminster County Oourt on the 
Stound that, having only taken out a country certificate, 
he could not practise within the metropolitan district. 
The Nottingham Law Society referred the matter to the 





Incorporated Law Society, who laid a case before Mr. 
Murray, who, in his opinion, says :— 

“Tf, as I understand to be the case, Mr. Stevenson had 
no place of business within ten miles of the General Post- 
office, [think he was entitled to be heard. Until the 
present Stamp Act the rate of duty was made to depend 
upon residence (16 & 17 Vict. c. 63), which, by the 23 & 24 
Vict. c. 127, s. 19, was declared to mean the place or 
places where the attorney or solicitor should ‘carry on his 
business,’ and although the present Act introduces the 
words ‘ practises or’ before the words ‘carrie: on his 
business,’ I do not think the Legislature intended thereby 
to make any alteration in the law. . It appears to 
me that a certificate stamped with the lower duty 
authorizes the solicitor to practise anywhere, so long as he 
does not carry on his business, in the ordinary sense of 
the word, within the ten miles radius. If Mr. Stevenson 
wishes to raise the question he should attend the adjourned 
hearing, produce his certificate, state that he has no place 
of business within ten miles of the Post-office, and express 
his willingness, if required, to make that statement upon 
oath, and then, if the judge should still refuse to hear him, 
a case might be applied for uader the 19 & 20 Vict. c. 108, 
8. 43.” 





WE REFERRED some time ago to the recommendations 
of the Statute Law Committee with reference to the 
mode of consolidating the statutelaw. A parliamentary 
return just issued gives us the present state of the 
matter. The committee reported last year in a rather 
despondent tone. Under existing conditions they 
despaired of carrying out any general scheme of consoli- 
dation. And there was no adequate machinery for pre- 
paring and passing a series of consolidation Bills dealing 
with selected branches of the statute law. The com- 
mittee could, therefore, do no more than suggest an in- 
direct method by which systematic consolidation might 
be promoted. The Lord Chancellor, in his capacity of 
head of the law, might cause representations to be made 
to the several Government departments of the expedi- 
ency, with reference to the improvement of the statute 
law generally, of their effecting, as far as might be, a 
consolidation of the various groups of statutes which: 
they respectively have to administer, the representations 
being accompanied by some specification of the statutes 
to be operated on, and of the nature of the work pro- 
posed. For instance, the committee suggested the Acts 
relating to municipal corporations as a good subject for 
the Home Office to take in hand. In a subsequent 
memorandum the committee took a more hopeful view 
of the matter, and suggested that, having regard to the 
publication of a new edition of the revised statutes, it 
might be desirable to promote expurgation by con- 


‘solidating the statute law on certain subjects, such, for 


instance, as sheriffs and distress: and they thought they 
would be able to suggest groups of Acts for departmental 
treatment. In another memorandum, dated 6th of June 
last, the committee reported that they had determined 
to obtain a detailed examination of the statutes re- 
lating to (1) sheriffs and distress, (2) civil procedure and 
courts, and (3) criminal law and procedure, and stated 
that they had obtained the assistance of three learned 
gentlemen for this purpose. We may therefore hope 
shortly to have a satisfactory basis laid for the com- 
mencement of the work of statutory consolidation. 





THE DIFFERENCE of view between the Common Pleas 
Division and the Courts of Appeal in the case of Hughes 
v. Metropolitan Railway Company (25 W. R. 630) was 
very remarkable. The facts were these :—A reversioner 
on the 22nd of October, 1874, gave notice to his lessee 
to do repairs within six months, under the usual 
covenant in a lease, containing a proviso fcr re-entry 
on breach of lessee’s covenants. Under-lessees re- 
plied they would do the repairs, but would de- 


38 


Aten AeA LIP ONE 


tensa anit igi rasosiovercatineaiainscinatistttniignitignteinmncninitiiiainititiiti 





726 


THE SOLICITORS’ JO URNAL. 


July 21, 1 








fer commencing them till they heard whether 
the reversioner wished to purchase their interest. 
Negotiations ensued, and on the 31st of December the 
reversioner’s solicitors wrote declining to accede to the 
price named by the under-lessees for the purchase of 
their interest, but asked them to re-consider the ques- 
tion of price, and to send a modified proposal. No 
reply was returned by the under-lessees, and no 
repairs were commenced until after the 13th of April, 
when the reversioner’s solicitors wrote to say that the 
time for doing the repairs would expire on the 21st of 
April. The reversioner issued a writ of ejectment for 
the forfeiture on April 28, and obtained judgment. 
The repairs were not completed until the middle of the 
following June. On motion to stay execution, the 
Common Pleas Division refused the motion. They 
considered that the effect of the negotiations was to give 
the under-lessees ‘‘ a reasonable time, but not necessarily 
six months, after the 3lst of December to do the repairs 
required ;”’ that they had allowed more than a reason- 
able time to elapse before commencing the repairs, and, 
therefore, that they were not entitled to relief. On 
appeal, the decision was reversed, James, L.J., con- 
sidering that the reversioner had “ intentionally lulled 
the defendants to sleep until the six months had nearly 
expired, and it was too late to do the repairs,” and both 
he and Mellish, L.J., seem to have held that, having 
regard to the terms of the letter of the 31st of December, 
the reversioner should have given earlier notice to the de- 
fendants that the notice to repair was running. The 
House of Lords held that the effect of the negotiations 
was to suspend the commencement of the six months’ 
notice till the 31st of December, and that as the repairs 
‘were completed before the erd of the following June, they 
were completed within the six months referred to in 
the covenant. 

It will be observed that tae courts agreed that the 
conduct of the reversioner was such as to put the defend- 
ants off their guard, and to lead them to believe that 
the six months’ notice actually given would not 
be insisted on. That being so, it was clear that 
the period for the execution of the repairs 
could not be held to end with April 21; but 
the question was what further period should be 
allowed—a reasonable period, or a period of six months ? 
—and from what time this further period should run. 
The Common Pleas Division allowed a reasonable time 
after the 31st of December, which was clearly inadequate, 
because the reversioner’s letter of that date contemplated 
a further proposal on the part of the under-lessees. The 
House of Lords allowed six months from the 31st of 
December, on the ground, according to the Lord Chan- 
eellor, that “there was, in fact, an agreement to 
date the six months from the 31st of December”-— 
of which agreement, howeyer, we venture to think, 
it would be difficult to discover any evidence. We 
cannot help thinking that the right way to deal with the 
matter was to hold that, after the letter of the 
3ist of December, it was for the reversioner to un- 
deceive the under-lessees by clearly stating his intention 
to insist upon the repairs ; and that, as he did not do this 
until the 13th of April, the under-lessees were entitled to 
a reasonable time after that date for the completion of the 

i The doctrine of a temporary waiver or post- 
ponement of the date of the notice seems to be unneces- 
sarily artificial. The agreement of the parties really 
was, not that the date of the notice should be 
postponed, but that the commencement of the repairs 
should be deferred until it could be seen whether an 
arrangement for purchase of the under-lessees’ interest 
could be carried out. The practical lesson of the case 
for practitioners is that negotiations with a lessee 
during the currency of a notice to repair must be expressly 
made without prejudice to the rights of the lessor under 
the notice. 


aaaooao——o—————————_==== 





THE LIABILITY OF TELEGRAPH COM- 
PANIES. : 

In the case of Dickson v. Reuter’s Telegraph Company a 
(25 W. R. 272, L. R. 2 C. P. D. 62) a point was raiseg 
as to which there appears to be a conflict between the 
English and American authorities. The matter in dig. 
pute very forcibly illustrates how difficulties may arisa 
out of the complex appliances and greater haste of 
modern civilization, to which our forefathers, with their 
simpler machinery and more deliberate mode of pro. 
cedure, were not subject. The point did not, however, 
arise for the first time in Dickson v. Reuter’s Te 
Company. That case is substantially within the 
authority of Playford v. The Electric Telegraph Come 
pany (L. R. 4 Q. B. 706). The point is briefiy whether 
there is any right of action by the recipient of a telegram 
against the telegraph company for negligence in the 
transmission of the message whereby he sustains 
The English courts have held that there is not, 
American courts appear to have held that there is. The 
ground of the decision of the American courts would 
appear to be that a duty arises from the relation 
between the carrier and the recipient of the m 
to use due diligence. The English courts, on the other 
hand, say that they are unable to see how any such 
duty can arise except from the contract, and that there 
is no contract at all between the recipient of the m 
and the company. At first sight it strikes one that the 
consequences of the English decision are very serious, 
because the result seems to be that there is no guarantee 
that the company will use any degree of diligence 
towards the recipient of the message. The sender of 
the message may bring his action against the com 
for any damage done to him, but there is no right of 
action in anybody for damage done to the recipient, 
Though it is conceivable that the mistake might ruin 
him, and be due to the most flagrant negligence on the 
part of the company, the company is to go scot free, 
The decision, however, is not perhaps so dangerous 
as it appears at first sight, for reasons we will advert to 
hereafter. 

We cannot altogether follow some of the expressions 
used by the Common Pleas Division in the judgment in 
Dickson v. Reuter’s Telegraph Compony. They say 
that to hold the defendants liable “ would be practically 
extending the primary undertaking of the company with 
the sender of a message into an implied undertaking 
with all mankind to guarantee everybody against the 
consequences of the delivery of a message to the wrong 
party through any negligence of any one of their 
servants employed in the transmission of a m from 
the remotest part of the world.” An implied undertak- 
ing with all mankind to guarantee everybody against 
delivery to the wrong party certainly does seem a very 
terrible legal consequence, but there is here, we think, 
some confusion of idea. The judgment proceeds to rely 
upon the cases in which it has been held that third 
parties injured by a breach of contract have no right of 
action. Those cases, we think, are essentially different. 
If A. sells a chattel to B. it would obviously be absurd 
that all the rest of the alphabet should have a right of © 
action against A. for any damage done to them because 
A. had supplied a dangerous or unsound article. to B. 
If I buy a gun which the gunsmith sells as sound, any- 
body to whom I lend it, and who is injured by its bursting, 
may not have an action against the gunsmith. That 
would be, just as the Common Pleas Division put it, to 
raise an implied undertaking with all the world. But 
what analogy is there between such a case and that 
we are discussing? The relation here suggested 
is with one definite person with whom the company put 
themselves in relation. It is no question of all mankind. 
In the cases we have referred to, the injured is 
never brought into contact with the defendant at all. 
There is really no relation between them. Here the — 
company themselves bring themselves into relation with : 
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' g particular person, viz., the person to whom they de- 

liver the message. Surely itcannot be contended that 
no relation such as that suggested by the American 
decisions can arise except where there is an actual con- 
tract ? 

The difficulty does not seem to us to lie in this 
direction. So far as that difficulty is concerned, we see 
contrary to the general principles of law in 
holding that, as in the case of certain bailments, there is 
aduty arising out of the relation of carrier and recipient 
of a message. There is too much of mere formality in 
this line of objection. It appears to us that, even as a 
matter of form, nothing would be easier than to throw 
this into a contractual form, as in the case of any other 
_ pailment. For instance, in consideration that the plain- 

tiff would, at the request of the defendants, receive an 
envelope and would break open the seal thereof and 
read a certain piece of paper therein purporting to be a 
message from A. B.—or, to put it briefly, would receive 
‘a certain message—the defendants promised the plaintiff 
that they had used all reasonable diligence in correctly 
transmitting the said message from A. B. The receipt of 
the message seems to us quite sufficient consideration. 

If people generally were in the habit of refusing to re- 
«eive and read telegrams, which they soon would be if 
telegraph companies usually made mistakes, the com- 
panies would soon be ruined. 

The real difficulty which seems to us to stand in the 
way of making telegraph companies liable in such a case 
does not appear to us to depend on the technical ground 
that there is a want of privity of contract between the 
recipient of the message and the carriers of it. In this 
case, asin the case of many other obligations arising 
from a relation between parties, the real question is 
whether the law ought to raisean obligation. In many 
eases, as, for instance, in the case of the various obliga- 
tions which the law annexes to the different sorts of 
-bailments, the law implies certain terms where there is 
not really any stipulation contemplated between the 
‘parties. Butthe question whether such a term is to be 
implied depends on the justice or expediency of the 
ease. Now, can the case of the carriage of a message 
for reward be put higher than the case of the gratuitous 
carriage of a message, so far as the relation between the 
carrier and the recipient is concerned ? It must be ob- 
‘served that the pecuniary consideration for the carriage 
-of the message does not move from the recipient of the 
message. As far as he is concerned can the obligation 
of the carrier be put higher than if the carriage of the 
‘message had been gratuitous? If not, the question must 
be whether a person gratuitously carrying a message 
ought in justice to be made responsible for negligence in 
the delivering of it? And the question whether he ought 
‘to be made so responsible seems to us to depend on 
‘pretty nearly the same considerations whether he is sought 
to be made responsible for damage arising to the sender 
or the recipient. The fact that no pecuniary consideration 
“passesis clearly notconclusive. A gratuitous baileeis bound 
to take a certain degree of care, as was held in the old 
case of Coggs v. Bernard. Again, it does not appear to 
us that the doctrine of false representation bears con- 
Clusively on the matter. All that can be said with 
Tegard to that is that the law does not hold that the 
_ ‘Mere fact of one man’s making a statement to another 
Taises such a relation between them that the recipient 
of the statement has any right of action against the 
maker of it for negligent misrepresentation. It is obvious 
that in cases of misrepresentation there is either such a 
state of things that a contract arises, and the representa- 
tions amount to a warranty, or that there is no legal 
telation between the recipient and maker of the state- 
Tent, as such. 

_ But the case of a message is not altogether similar to 
that of other statements. We cannot, however, bring 
‘Ourselves to think that there is any right of action, 

speaking, for negligence in the gratuitous 
of a message, and, as we have observed 





before, the transmission of a telegram is gratuitous as 
between the carrier and the recipient. But we are not 
sure that a sound distinction might not be drawn 
in this respect between the case of persons whose busi- 
ness is the transmission of messages and others. As 
we have said before, many cases which are put 
in text-books as cases of contract are not really, 
or, to speak more correctly, were not origihally really 
cases of contract at all. The law, from motives of ex- 
pediency, implied certain obligations, which obligations, 
no doubt, having once been declared by the law, are now 
often really contemplated as forming part of the con- 
tract. But originally the parties never contemplated 
them at all—as, for instance, the liability of a carrier 
as an insurer, of an innkeeper for the goods of a guest, 
and soon. We are far from feeling sure that it would 
not have been very just and reasonable to raise an 
obligation to use due diligence between persons carrying 
on the trades of public carriers of messages and the 
recipients of them. There is obviously a difference in 
the justice of the case between such a carrier and a 
casual messenger. It is true that the carrier receives no 
consideration from the recipient of the message, but the 
latter is entitled to look upon him as a person who, having 
received reward and exercising the regular trade ofa 
message carrier, may fairly be expected to nave used a 
reasonable amount of skill and diligence, and who holds 
himself out as having done so. 

The question is, perhaps, not so important to the 
general public as might at first appear, though every 
now and then individuals may suffer from the present 
state of the law, because the obligation between the 
telegraph company and the sender of the message will 
generally suffice to insure due diligence, it being im- 
possible for the company’s servants to’ distinguish for 
this purpose between the class of mistakes which damage 
the sender and those which damage the recipient of the 
telegram. 





— 





On the vote in Committee of Supply of the House of 
Commons, on Monday, to complete the sum of £5,418 for the 
Land Registry Office, Mr. C. Lewis asserted that this office, 
which had been established by Lord Westbury, and had 
been in existence for fifteen years, had proved a complete 
failure. Either the department should be made useful or it 
should be abolished, Mr. Anderson thought the system of 
registering titles might be made profitable if poser 
managed. In Scotland the system was universal, and it 
produced a profit to the revenue of £10,000 a year. T 
Attorney-General admitted that Lord Westbury’s plan did 
not work well, but two or three years ago an amending 
Act was passed under which several titles had already been 
registered, and it was hoped that in a comparatively short 
time it would come into general use. Mr. Dillwyn moved 
to disallow the vote. The Attorney-General pointed out 
that if the committee accepted the proposal of the hon. 
member it would be practically taking upon itself the 
responsibility of seoealie an Act which was passed after 
full discussion only two years ago. Mr. ‘Ramsay remarked 
that, apart from the point suggested by the Attorney- 
General, the registration of titles to land was an object so 
desirable to be attained that he hoped the vote would be 

to. Mr. Russell Gurney supported the vote in the 
belief that registration of titles would speedily become 
general, and that it was necessary to pay to a gentleman 
at the head of so important an office such a salary as would 
secure the services of a thoroughly competent man. Mr. 
Dodson had little faith in the success of the experiment 
which was being tried, but.as the vote was intended for the 
carrying out of an Act of Parliament which had not as yet 
been subject to a thorough test, he thought the vote should 
to. After a conversation, the Attorney-General 
to Mr. M. Lloyd) said he could not, off-hand, 
state the number of deeds already registered under the 
Act, but it was clear that some landowners had availed 
themselves of the measure, for a sam of very oy £800 
had been already received by the office in payment of regis- 
tration fees. e vote was then agreed to. 


be 
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Mh. WILLIAM STRICKLAND COOKSON. 


WE noticed in our last impression the death, on the 5th 
inst., of this well-known member of the legal profession, 
who was the senior partner in the firm of Cookson, 
Wainewright, & Pennington, of 6, New-square, Lincoln’s- 
inn. Mr. Cookson was born on the 18th of June, 1801. He 
was the eldest son of the late Thomas Cookson, Esq., of 
Kendal, Westmorland. His youngest brother was the late 
Rev. Henry Wilkinson Cookson, D.D., master of St. Peter’s 
College, Cambridge, and more than once Vice-Chancellor of 
the University of Cambridge. Mr. Cookson was educated 
chiefly at the grammar school at Kendal, when the Rev. John 
Sampson, a very learned and somewhat eccentric clergyman, 
was head-master. In accordance with the old-fashioned 
— he was articled at an early age toa solicitor in 
endal, and he immediately began to give his whole mind 
to the study and praciice of his profession. His fellow- 
clerk for some time was the late Mr. Roger Moser, of 
Kendal, and it was their practice to read the reports 
of cases which had been argued in the courts in London, 
and before reading the judgments to give their own 
opinions, He thus early acquired the faculty, which he 
possessed in a very remarkable degree, of forming a 
sound judgment upon legal questions. After he 
had completed his articles he came to London, and 
soon after his admission in Hilary Term, 1823, he 
entered the office of Messrs, Clayton, Scott, & Clayton, 
of 6, New-square, Lincoln’s-inn. He scon attracted the 
notice of clients by his energy and ability, and in 
early life formed the acquaintance, and possessed the 
confidence, of the late Mr. Justice Richardson, one of the 
judges of the Court of Common Pleas. He continued to 
act as menaging clerk with Messrs. Clayton, Scott, & 
Clayton until the year 1837, when he entered into 
partnership with the late Mr. Michael Olayton, at that 
time the surviving member of the old firm. They practised 
together in partnership, with great success, until the death 
of Mr. Clayton in the month of July, 1847. Up to 
this time Mr. Cookson devoted himself unremittingly 
to the duties of the office. In the year 1850 he was 
elected a member of the Council of the Incorporated Law 
Society, and thenceforward he took an active part 
in promoting the best interests of the profession, by 
taking every opportunity of doing what he could for 
the public good in connection with legal matters. 
In the year 1859, he was elected vice-president of 
the council, and in the following year he became 
president. He was an active member of the committee 
appointed by the Council of the Incorporated Law 
Society in February, 1851, for the purpose of suggesting im- 
provements in the practice of the Court of Chancery, and 
the elaborate report of this committee, dated the 2nd of 
December, 1851, in the preparation of which he took a 
prominent part, was by the direction of the council sent to 
her Majesty's commissioners for inquiring into the process, 
practice, and system of pleading in the Court of Chancery, 
and the suggestions contained in this report were to a very 
great extent embodied in the Chancery Amendment Acts 
passed in the year 1852 and subsequent years, though some 
of thesesugge stions, particularly those relating to the conduct 
of business before the judge in chambers, still remain to be 
adopted. Mr. Cookson promoted to the utmost of his 
wer the present system of examination in general know- 
edge of gentlemen intending to become solicitors, and in 
this and other ape he, throughout the remainder of his 
career, consistently endeavoured to improve the status of 
solicitors. He felt very strongly the importance of gentle- 
men intending to become solicitors first receiving a univer- 
sity education, and the result of experience in his own office 
has shown that his judgment was sound in this as in other 
matters. In the year 1856 he read a paper at the annual 
naire meeting of the Metropolitan and Provincial 
w Association on the means of elevating and improving 
the profession, in which he explained and enforced his views 
on this subject with his usual ability. He took an 
active part in promoting the passing of the Act of 1860, 
which shortened the period of service of articled clerks 
in certain cases, and also enabled the judges to require an 
examination in general knowledge before articles, and in 
legal knowledge during articles, and also conferred addi- 
bear important functions on the Incorporated Law 





In the year 1861 he}was appointed one of her Maj 
commissioners to inquire into the constitution of the 
countaut General’s department of the Court of Chancery, 

He was one of the Royal commissioners appointed under 
the Courts of Justice Building Act, 1865, to advise ang 
confer with the Treasury as to the plan and arrangements 
of the new law courts which are now in course of erection, 

But it was in connection with the efforts made to 
facilitate the transfer of land that he was chiefly interested, 
The Real Property Commissioners, in their report of July, 
1850, recommended a general registry of assurances, and in 
the session of 1851 a Bill was introduced into the House of 
Lords entitled “ A Bill for the Registration of Assurancesin 
England and Wales. To this Bill Mr. Cookson gaye 
strenuous opposition; and he was mainly jnstrubiegtin’ in 
inducing the Incorporated Law Society to present a petition 
against it to the House of Lords. He wrote an elaborate 
pamphlet on the subject, and the result of the exertions of 
himself and his colleagues was, that the Bill we hays 
mentioned, and also certain other Bills for facilitating the 
sale and transfer of land were referred to a select 
committee durivg the session of 1853. Before this com. 
mittee Mr. Cookson gave evidence, and explained and 
enforced his scheme, which may be shortly described asa 
plan for the registration of transfers of land, as distinguished 
from a registration of assurances. The committee madea 
report recommending the appointment of a commission for 
the purpose of considering the subject of registration of title. 
with reference to facilitating the sale and transfer of land, 
Accordingly, in the year 1854, a commission was appointed, 
and Mr. Cookson was one of the commissioners. In the 
labours of these commissioners he took a very active part, 
and wrote a paper on the subject explaining his plan, 
which is set forth in the appendix to the report ot the 
commissioners which was made in the month of May, 
1857. This report in substance recommended the adoption, 
of Mr. Cookson’s scheme. 

An Act was passed in the year 1862 entitled “ An Act 
to Facilitate the Proof of Title to, and the Conveyance of 
Real Estates,” and a further Act was passed in the same. 
session to enable the Court of Chancery to make a declara- 
tion of title. These Acts have been followed by another 
Act passed in the year 1875, entitled “An Act to Sim 
Titles and Facilitate the Transfer of Land in England’ 
These Acts did not accord with Mr. Cookson’s views on 
the subject, and whether his views were right or not, it. 
must, we think, be admitted that the Acts have proved 
failures. 

Mr. Cookson was a member of the Council for Law 
Reporting for some years prior and down to the timeof 
his death. 

He was also chairman for several years of the board of 
directors of the Legal and General Life Assurance Society, 
and he was a director of the Law Fire Insurance Society. 

Mr. Cookson took a great interest in the Law Amend- 
ment Society and the Social Science Association; with the 
latter he was connected from the time of its formation, 
and he was for many years treasurer. 

He was a warm supporter of the Society for Promoting 
the Employment of Women, and for many years & large 
portion of the copying in his office has been the work of 
females, He was a trustee of the Solicitors’ Benevolent 
Association, and a member of the Metropolitan and 
Provincial Law Association, and for several years & 
a director of the Bloomsbury Savings Bank, 

Mr. Cookson’s capacity for work was enormous, and 
we believe we are correct in saying that the greater 
part of his work connected with the public business ia 
which he was so long engaged was done in the small hours 
of the night, at the end of the day’s work in Lincoln's 
inn. 


This account would be very incomplete without a brief 
glance at Mr. Cookson in the more private relations of 
Those who saw his fine head, and his thoughtful, expressive 
countenance, were at once prepared to find in him the man 
of refined tastes and varied culture. He was a lover of ath, 


surrounded in his home by charming productions of ; 7 
: Ky tata keel 


of the most distinguished modern artists. 

a lover of poetry, occasionally trying his own hand 
the inspiration of the Muses, and not without success, 
familiar was he with Shakespeare, Milton, and W: 

and so constantly did thoughts of theirs suggest 
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to-his mind, that they may ‘truly be said to have been his 
on Age seme Of Shakespeare he was an admirable 
‘reader, not forgetful of the way in which berg of the most 


~giriking passages were uttered by Edmund Kean, to have 
‘peen frequently present at whose performances he regarded 
‘as-one of the privileges of his early days. 
‘There was in Mr. Cookson a combination of qualities 
which gave to his friendship especial value, and made his 
oounse! in circumstances of difficulty the best that could be 
had. Those who knew him intimately felt that they might 
rely, not only on his personal kindness and the singular up- 
rightness of his character, but also on a rare jadgment 
and a most careful consideration of every subject on which 
he ventured to offer any advice. He was one of the chosen 
friends to whom Wordsworth, at his death, confided “the 
care of those things which he had principally at heart.” 
And probably, after Mrs. Wordsworth’s death, there was 
no other friend or reader so well acquainted with the 
poet’s writings as Mr. Cookson, choice passages from 
which he would often pour out as from an inexhaustible 
memory ; not that he had learnt them laboriously, but, 
from his own vivid sympathy with the thought and feeling 
which they expressed, they had imprinted themselves on 
his mind almost without an effort on his part. Another 
well-known man reposed in him a like confidence. This 
man was Henry Crabb Robinson, whose declining 
years were greatly solaced by his having a friend 
in whom he could place such absolute reliance. He 
said, “There is now no subject on which I cannot 
consult Cookson. It is a great comfort to call such 
aman friend.” “In judgment, among our common friends, 
Ido not know his equal.” As executor and trustee of Crabb 
Robinson’s will, Mr. Cookson was associated with Edwin 
Wilkins Field. These two remarkable men differed widely 
in gifts and temperament; but they were old friends, 
heartily appreciated each other, were closely united in 
views and feelings, and on account of their very difference 
in habits and constitution, worked together with all the 
more advantage in matters of mutual interest. To both 
of them it was evidently a great satisfaction when their 
long friendship was cemented by a yet closer tie at the 
marriage of Mr. Cookson’s only child with Mr. Field’s son 
Walter, the artist. 

Among the institutions in support of which Mr. Field 
and Mr, Cookson joined in taking an active part were 
University College, London, and University Hall. The 
dining room of the latter is adorned by several admirable 
mural paintings by Edward Armitage, R.A., one of 
which represents the chief feunders of the hall; and 
among the many excellent portraits in this spacious room 
there is, we think, not one more excellent and characteristic 
than that of the subject of this memoir. 

In politics Mr. Cookeon was a staunch Liberal ; in social 
matters public-spirited and large-minded, looking beyond 
the present time, and content to give and to labour if 

“ Something from his hands had power 
To live, and act, and bless the future hour.’’ 

In religion he wasa Unitarian, caring little for dogmatic 
subtleties and ceremonial observances, but, laying bound- 
less stress on the great sentiments which are the basis of 
all genuine piety ; and on the Christlike spirit and life, he 
o— repeat with marked earnestness those Jines of 

ton :-— 

“Not to know at large of things remote 
From use, obscure and subtle, but to know 
That which before us lies in daily life, 
Is the prime wisdom ; what is more is fume, 
Or emptiness, or fond impertinence, 
d renders us in things that most concern 
Unpractis’d, unprepar’d, and still to seek.” 





Qn Thursday Mr. Aspinall, the Liverpool borough coroner, 
Lan inquest on a body which had been found in the canal 
identified in the deadhouse as that of John Graham, who 

i ly cacried on business in. Scotland-road as a grocer. 
The-verdict returned was “ Found drowned.” On Friday 
gen gee Graham walked into the Third Police-court, 
‘Over which Mr. Aspinall was presiding, and privately ex- 

thatjhe was the person on whose supposed body the 


Recent Bectstans. 


LEASE. 
(Hand v. Hall, C.A., 25 W. R. 734.) 


Ié is a little difficult to see how the Exchequer Divi- 
sion could have arrived at the decision which is here 
reversed. By an instrument not under seal, A. agreed 
to let, and B. agreed to take, premises from the 14th of 
February until the following Midsummer twelvemonth, 
at a specified rent, “ with right at the end of that term 
for the tenant, by a month’s previous notice, to remain 
on for three years and a half more.” No occupation had 
occurred under the instrument, andtheaction was brought 
for the first quarter’s rent. The question was whether 
this instrument was a lease not exceeding the term of 
three years, within section 2 of the Statute of Frauds. 
The Exchequer Division thought it was not, because it 
gave the lessee a “ larger interest’’ than for three years. 
But the exception in section 2 of the statute is not of 
“interests which cannot by possibility exceed three 
years,” but of Jeases not exceeding that term. Was this 
a lease exceeding the term of three years? The actual 
demise was only for about sixteen months, and the 
mere addition of an agreement giving the tenant the 
option to take a further term, such option not having 
been exercised, manifestly could not make the instru- 
ment operate as an actual demise for over three years. 








General Correspondence. 


‘Sam County Covert Process.” 
[Zo the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—With reference to your report of a case of the above, 
I beg to call your attention to the inclosed extract from 
the Times of to-day. 

I trust the Treasury will persevere and obtain @. decision 
which may do somewhat towards putting down an abuse 
unfortunately not uncommon. T. PaLister Youns. 

29, Mark-lane, E.C., July 16. 

[The following is the report inclosed by our corre- 
spondent :— . 

William Griffith, 120, Waterloo-road, appeared to a 
summons charging him with having issued a fraudulent 
document purporting to be the copy of a county court 
summons. Mr. Blanchard Wontner prosecuted on behalf 
of the Treasury, and explained that the defendant, who 
carried on the business of a tally-man, had filled up one of 
the old forms of the court of request, with an intima- 
tion that a judgment summons had been granted and 
execution would be issued upon the goods and chattels of 
one Richard Ross, if a balance of 8s. owing to him for 
goods supplied on the tally system was not at once forth- 
coming. It was stated that Mrs. Ross, on receiving the 
document and observing that the sum was nearly double 
the amount really owing by her, made some inquiries at 
the Westminster County Court, where she was informed 
that the document was a forgery and would be impounded 
by order of the judge. Mr. Abrams, who appeared for the 
defendant, said his client had only recently come to the 
business, and he found that these old forms had been 
used to terrify defaulters, without any notion that the act 
was a felonious one. Mr. Wontner was bound to admi- 
that the defendant, who was well spoken of by his neight 
bonrs, frankly admitted what he had done, ‘but he feared 
the practice was a common one. Eventually the inquiry 
was adjourned, Sir James Ingham expressing a hope that 
publicity might stop what was a Very serious offence. } 





On Friday week a pion was presented to the House of 
Commons by Mr. J. Barclay, from the Convention of Royal 


Burghs in Scotland and the Pp war of sna = for the 
repeal of the varying rates of probate duty an impos- 
sng of a uniform percentage duty on real as wellas personal 
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Cases of the Week. 


Mxxcuant Surppine Act, 1854, s. 108, suB-sEcTION 2— 
Coxceatine British CuaracTer oF SHIp—ForreITURE 
Zo THE CRowN—Bowna FIDE PURCHASER FoR VALUE WITH- 
ot7 Noricr.—On the 17th inst., in acase of The Annandale, 
the Court of Appeal decided a point of importance upon 
the construction of section 103 of the Merchant Shipping 
Act of 1854. That section provides, by sub-section 2, that 
“if the master or owner of any British ship does, or per- 
mits to be done, any matter or thing, or carries, or permits 
te be carried, any papers or documents, with intent to con- 
eeal the British character of such ship from any person 
entitled by British law to inquire into the same, or to 
assume a foreign character, or with intent to deceive any 
zach person as lastly hereinbefore mentioned, such ship 
shal} be forfeited to her Majesty,” and at the end of the 
section comes this clause—‘‘ And in order that the above 
Provisions as to forfeiture may be carried into effect, it 
shall be lawfal for any commissioned officer in full pay in 
the military or naval service of her Majesty, or any British 
efficer of customs, or any British consular officer, to seize 
and detain any ship which has . . . become subject to 
forfeiture as aforesaid, and to bring her for adjudication 
before the High Court of Admiralty in England or Ireland, 
er any court having admiralty jurisdiction in her Majesty’s 
@owinions, and such court may thereupon make such order 
im the case as it may think fit.” The action was brought 
by the collector of customs at Liverpool, who had, under an 
admiralty warrant, seized the barque Annandale on the 9th 
of July, 1874, as having become forfeited to the Crown 
under the above section. The statement of claim alleged 
that the ship was originally a British ship, registered at 
Wewcastle-on-Tyne, and that on the 18th of July, 1874, the 
then registered owners represented to the registrar of 
British ships at that port that the ship had been sold to 
foreigners, and thus procured the closing of the register ; 
that this was a false representation, the fact being that the 

ip had not been sold to foreigners, but that she continued 
to be owned by the same persons, and that after the 18th 
of July, 1876, the ship was, with the permission of the real 
owners, sailed under the Belgian flag. The plaintiff 
claimed a declaration and judgment that the ship had 
become and was forfeited to the Crown, and a sale of the 
sbip by the court. The defendant, who appeared to the 
suit as the owner of the ship, was a Norwegian, 
and by his statement of defence he asserted that on the 6th 
of July, 1874, he became the Jondé fide purchaser for value 
of the ship without notice of any of the matters appearing 
im the statement of claim. To this defence the plaintiff 
demurred. The Court of Appeal (James, Baggallay, and 
Cotton, L.JJ.), affirming the decision of Sir R. Phillimore, 
held that this was not a good defence, They held that the 
forfeiture accrued on the commission of the offence, that 
the property in the ship was at once divested from the 
owners and became vested in the Crown, and that nothing 
which happened subsequently could affect the statutory 
Fight of the Crown. Baggallay, L.J., said that, if the 
defendant's view of its construction was the true one, sub- 
section 2 would be practically reduced to a dead letter, for, 
if the forfeiture did not accrue until the adjudication was 
made, it would make no difference whether the purchaser 
bad bought with or without notice of the offence, and the 
wperation of the Act could always be evaded by means of a 


* sale for value. The court held that the case was really 


governed by Roberts v. Withered (1 Salk. 328) and Wilkins 
v. Despard (5 T. BR. 112), decisions upon the statute 12 
Car. 2, ¢ 18, which contained a similar provision, and 
whicl decis ons had been followed by the Supreme Court of 
the United States in The United States v. 1,960 Bags of 
Coffe (8 Cranch, 398). 


Moxtuatx Act (9 Gro. 2, ¢. 36)—CHARITY AUTHORIZED 
to ROLY Lany vy s Puson Srarvre.—On the 18th inst., the 
Coart of Appeal (Jewel, M.K., and James, lay, and 
Coto, LAJ.) afirmed the decision of Hall, V.C., i 
Lackroft v. Pridham (25 W. ¥. 747), By @ special Act 

in the 6th Anne, the guardians of the poor of 

month were constituted « corporation, and were 
without licence in mortmain to “ purchase, take, 

on reetive any lands . . , of the gift, alienation, or 
» Any person or persons whatecever, having « 





right and not being otherwise disabled to grant, alien, or 
er 


devise the same, who are hereby without 
enabled to give, transfer, grant, or devise any such lands 
- . + Unto or for the use or benefit of the said cor. 
poration.” This Act was amended, but not 
altered, by — Acts passed in 32 Geo. 2, 26 Geo. 3, 
53 Geo. 3. The action of Luckraft v. Pridham was 
to administer the estate of a testator who had devi 
to the charities of Plymouth. The ‘benefit of this 
was claimed by the guardians of the poor, but Hall, 
held that, notwithstanding the Act of 6 Anne and 
subsequent special Acts amending it, the guardians were 
by the general Mortmain Act prevented from taking the 
benefit of the devise, and this decision was aflirmed by the 
Court of Appeal. Jessel, M.R., said that the object of the 
Act of 6 Anne was only to dispense with the necessity of 
a licence in mortmain. At that time there was no law 
forbidding devises of land by will to charitable uses. Bat 
the object of the Act of 9 Geo. 2, c. 36, was the protection 
of lawful heirs, and it absolutely destroyed power 
which testators | sphere possessed of devising land to 
charitable uses. It applied to all charities which were not 
expressly excepted from its operation. And the subsequent” 
special Acts did nothing more than continue tke powers 
conferred by the Act of 6 Anne, without altering their 
meaning or effect. The provisions of the Act of Geo. 2 
remained unrepealed, and the devise could not, therefore, 
take effect. 


Security For Costs—DiscRETION oF JupGE—Orp. 
Rr. 7, oF Fesruary, 1876.—In another case of Sturia y, 
Freccia, heard by the Court of Appeal the same day, the 
appeal was from the refusal of Malins, V.C., to increase the 
amount of security for costs which the plaintiff had been 
ordered to give. The plaintiff claimed to be one of the 
next of kin of a lady who had died intestate, possessed of 
personal estate to a large amount. Adwministration had 
been in the first instance granted to the Crown, it 
supposed that there were no next of kin. Afterw: 
persons claiming to be next of kin came forward, and 
several suits were instituted to assert their rights. After 
the usual advertisements had been issued and an order had 
been made for the distribution of the fund, but before the 
order bad been drawn up, the plaintiff in Sturla v. Freceia 
came forward, obtained an order staying the proceedings 
under the order for distribution, and afterwards commenced 
a new suit, Jessel, M.R., said that the amount for which 
security for costs ought to be given was a matter in the 
discretion of the judge to whom the application for 
was made, and as general rule the Court of Appeal 
not interfere with the exercise of that discretion. It was 
exceedingly difficult for the judge to exercise it, and in 
most cases he could do no more than make a 
at the proper amount of security. But the 
Chancellor bad not exercised any personal discretion; he 
had proceeded upon a principle, and, if the Court of 
Appeal thought it, as they did in this case, to be a wrong 
principle, they were bound to exercise their own dit 
cretion. His lordsbip thought that there were two reasons 
why security for costs ought to bo given. The pi 
was a foreigner, and though she was now resident in 
England, it was clear that she was residing here only fors 
temporary purpose, Moreover, she was not in the 
of an ordinary suitor claiming to be next of kin of a 
intestate. She was in the position of a person who 
brought forward her claim too late, and she was 
an appellant from the prior decision of the court. 


was substantially in that position in reference to whichan — 
absolute power as to security for costs was given to the | 
Court of Appeal by ord. 58, r. 15. The court (Jessel, MB, 


and James, Baggallay, and Cotton, L.JJ.) accordingly 
ordered security to be given to the amount of £1,500. 


Kerate Tar.— Deveasance —Disentarixe Des— 
Srarure ov LimitaTions—Demunnun—Onp. 19, wn, 18, 2; 
Onp, 28, 8. 2.—In another case of Dawkina ¥. 


Penrhyn, heard the samo day, the question arose 
the Statute of Limitations can, under the present 
be raised as a defence by way of demurrer. In the 


cave of Catling vy, King (256 W. BR, 650, noted ante 
the Court of A held that the defence of the 
Frauds cannot be raised by demurrer. In Dawkins » 
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——— 
Penrhyn the plaintiff claimed to recover land, of which the 


defendant had been in possession since 1840, under the fol- 
circumstances :—The land was devised by a testator, 
who in 1782, to his son R. in tail, “but upon special 
trust and confidence in his said son that, in case he should 
Jeave no issue of his own body lawfully begotten, he would 
not do or suffer any act in law or otherwise to obstruct 
or prevent the several following devises, trusts, and 
limitations of the testator’s estates from taking effect, but, 
on the contrary, that he would do or cause to be done eve 
act in his power to establish and confirm the same.” And, 
in case R. should die leaving no issue of his body lawfully 
begotten, the testator devised the land in question upon 
certain trusts, under which the plaintiff claimed to be en- 
titled as tenant in tail in possession. R. had, immediately 
after the death of the testator, suffered a common recover 
of the land, and had executed a re-settlement under whic 
the defendant was in possession. The plaintiff's right as 
issue in tail accrued in 1852. The defendant demurred to 
the statement of claim, the ground stated in the demurrer 
being that the alleged trust or restrigtion in the will did not 
vent the validity of the recovery, and that that recovery 
fed defeated the limitations over in the event of R. dying 
without issue of his body. At the bar the Statute of 
Limitations was also relied upon. It was contended that 
the defence of the statute could not be raised by demurrer 
at all, or at any rate that it could not be raised as it had 
not been mentioned in the demurrer as one of the grounds. 
Malins, V.C.; however, allowed the demurrer, and his decision 
was affirmed by the Court of Appeal (Jessel, M.R., and 
James, Baggallay, and Cotton, L.JJ.). They held that the 
attempt to impose a fetter on the right of a tenant in 
tail to bar the entail and all remainders on it, and to en- 
large his estate into a fee simple, was illegal and in- 
effectual, and also that, independently of this, the Statute 
of Limitations was a sufficient defence to the claim, That 
defence was a ground in law for the demurrer which, under 
t, 2of ord. 28, it was open to the defendant to rely upon in 
addition to the ground stated inthe demurrer. And the 
court were clearly of opinion that in the case of real estate 
the defence of the Statute of Limitations couid be raised 
by demurrer. “Jessel, M.R., observed that r. 18 of ord. 19 
does not, at any rate as to the greater part of it, apply to 
demurrers at all. And, if the latter part of it, which for- 
bids the “raising new issues of fact not arising out of the 
pleadings, as, for instance, frand, or that any claim has 
barred by the Statute of Limitations,” applied to a 
demurrer, it did not apply to the case of real estate. For, 
by the Statute of Limitations now in force, the claim is not 
merely barred with regard to real estate by the lapse of 
time, but the title is divested and transferred to the person 
in possession. The cause of action is destroyed. The 
effect of the statute is wholly different in the cases of real 
and personal estate, the result being that the defence may 
be raised by demurrer in the former case, while it cannot 
in the latter, as was held by the Queen's Bench Division in 
the recent ease of Wakelee v. Davis (25 W. R. 60). 


Desror’s Summons—APrPruicaTion TO DISMISS—SECURITY 
i ous AcTION BY CREDITOR ON SPECIALLY-INDORSED 
Rit—Bankrurrcy Act, 1869, s. 7—Orp. 14, rr. 1, 6.— 
Tn a case of Ex parte Hosford, heard by the Court of Appeal 
On the 19th inst., an action had been commenced in the 
Queen's Bench Division on the 26th of February, the writ 
lly indorsed with a claim against the defendant 

for 7 for money lent and intérest, and for principal 
and interest due upon a mortgage. The defendant ap- 
peared, but the plaintiff made no application to the court, 
Under r. 1 of ord. 14, calling on the defendant to show 
ause why final judgment should not be signed, in which 
cme the court might have permitted the defendant to de- 
fend on the terms of giving security. The defendant de- 
4 defence, and set-off and counter-claim, by which 

hoe that the plaintiff was indebted to him in a sum 
the amount claimed by the writ. On the 8th of 

the plaintiff issued a debtor's summons against the 

t for the same sum. The defendant applied 

to bave the summons dismissed, making the usual 
afidavit that he was not indebted in the amount 


| The atrar ordered the proceedings on 
the summons ote stayed pending the trial of the 
setion, but without security, on the ground that 


the action had been commenced before the summons 
was issued, and that the plaintiff had not chosen to avail 
himself of the opportunity of —s security ia the 
action by an application to the court under r. 1 of ord. 14 
The Court of Appeal (James, Baggallay, and Cotton, L.17.1 
held that the registrar had proceeded on a wrong principle 
The mere fact that no application for security had be~n 
made in the action could not operate as an estoppel against 
an application for security on the debtor’s summons. The 
registrar ought to have gone into the merits of the case, and 
to have taken all the facts, including the statement of de- 
fence in the action (which, however, should be verified upon 
oath), and then to have exercised his own discretion. And 
in so doing, the fact that the plaintiff had not applied in the 
action for security was a matter to be considered. The case 
was, therefore, referred back to the registrar for further 
consideration. 


LiquipaTION PerTITION—EXEcUTION CREDITOR—JoDG- 
MENT FoR SUM LESs THAN £50—ActTION For Lancer Sum— 
ABANDONMENT BY PLAINTIFF oF PaRT oF HIS CLAIM— 
Banxruptoy Act, 1867, s. 87.—In another case of Er 
parte Reyd, heard the same day, an action had been brought 
against a trader upon a bill of exchange for £53. The 
defendant did not appear, and on the 16th of May the 
plaintiff signed judgment for £44 6s., and £3 14s. costs 
The same day a writ of f. fa. was issued, which directed 
the sheriff to levy for £48 and no more, and the goods of the 
defendant were seized. On the 19th of May he filed « 
liquidation petition. The registrar held that the abanden- 
ment by the plaintiff of a part of his claim was a mere 


could not be permitted to succeed, and he accordingly 
restrained the proceedings on the judgment, and directéd 
the sheriff to withdraw. The Court of Appeal (James, 
Baggallay, and Cotton, L.JJ.) held that the creditor was 
entitled to abandon part of his claim, ‘The case did not 
come within the words of section- 87, for the goods had 
not been “ taken in execution in respect of a judgment for 
a sum exceeding £50.” The registrar’s order was 

fore discharged. 


CoMPROMISE OF AcTION—INFANTS—SANCTION oF CouRt. 
In a case of Gray v. Paull, which came before Fry, J., on 
the 14th inst., a question arose as to the proper steps te 
be taken for obtaining the sanction of the court to a pro- 
posed compromise of an action where infants were interested 
in the property in question. The right to the property 
depended upon whether the domicil of a testatrix was, at 
the time when she made her will, English or Freach. After 
evidence had been gone into, the defendant who all 
that he was entitled to the whole property by reason of th 
domicil having been French agreed to withdraw his 
claim upon payment to him out of the fund of £50 and 
his costs of the action. The action was then set down by 
the plaintiffs to be heard as short, and counsel for the plain 
tiffs and all the other parties, except the defendantin question, 
stated to the court the terms of the proposed compromise, 
and that in his belief it would be for the benefit of the 
infants. Fry, J., was satisfied that this would be sa, bat 
he said that in his view of the practice of the court it was 
necessary that the terms of the compromise should be 
brought before the court on the record. He said that if 
counsel could produce some authority for his approving of 
the compromise without this being done he would do sa. 
But, in the absence of such authority, he thought thats 
petition must be presented in the action, stating the terme 
proposed, and that this petition must be verified by the 
affidavit of the plaintiffs’ solicitor, who should also state 
that he had been advised by counsel that the compronaise 
would be for the benefit of the infants. 


Ancient Liauts—Naturs or tas Riant—CHANGR OF TRE 
Posrrron OF Winpows IN DomINANT TENEMENT—2IES Wie. 
4, 0 71, s. 3— Manpatory Inyunotron — Damacss.— 
In a case of The National and Provincial Plate Glass Inew~ 
ance a v. The Prudential Insurance Company, de- 
cided by Fry, J., on the 16th inst., a somewhat novel qeee 
tion arose with regard to the nature of the easement or right 





to the access of light which is acquired by means of twenty 
years’ enjoyment by the owner of a pots nr tenement as 


device to escape the operation of section 87, and that it, 
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against the owner of aservient tenement. The action was 
brought to restrain an obstruction by the defendants of the 
access of light to the plaintiffs’ house, and in particular to 
a skylight in one corner of the ceiling of a room on the 
ground floor of the house. The plaintiffs bad, about five 
years before the commencement of the action, made con- 
siderable alterations in their house, and had substituted the 
skyligbt in question, which was a nearly horizontal one, for 
a dormer window, which was nearly vertical, and it was 
contended that, by reason of this alteration in the position 
and nature of ihe aperture by which the light was admitted, 
the plaintiffs had lost that right to the access of light which 
they formerly possessed. The argument was that the right 
to the access of light is a right to have the light which 
comes through an existing aperture, and no other, unob- 
structed, or not obstructed to any material extent, and that, 
if that aperture is destroyed by the owner of the dominant 
tenement and another new aperture substituted for if, 
situate in another purallel plane, or ine plane inclined at 
an angle to that in which the original aperture was situated, 
the right to the access of light is lost. The only change 
which the owner of the dominant tenement could make 


dimensions of the aperture, leaving it in its original place, 
and, indeed, the well-known case of Tapling v. Jones (11 
H. L, C. 290) shows that he could go to this extent. But 
it was contended that he could go no further. 
however, held that the right to the access of light is a right 


space being the existing 


aperture. 
change in the position of 


the aperture 
the light coming throngh the space in question would atiil 


of the nature of the right to the access of light appears to 


amount, if not to an extension, at any rate toa novel ex- | 


planation of the doctrine laid down by the House of Lords 
in Tapling v. Jones. Fry, J., thought that his view of the 
right was supported by the language of section 3 of the 


enjoyment for twenty years. It is, however, to be observed 


that Lord Westbury, in his jadgment in Tapling v. Jones | 4.5 4 pupil in the chambers of Mr. Dow, an eminent 


| special pleader of his time. 


(11 H. L. C. 305), says that in lien of the words “ the 
aeceses and use of light to and for any dwelling-house”’ 
there may well be read “any window of any dwelling- 
house,” and treais the enactment as equivalent to one that, 
after twenty years’ enjoyment, “the right to such -win- 
dow shall be deemed absolute and indefeasible.” 
In the case before Fry, J., an interlocutory injunction had 


been applied for, and instead of it the defendants had given | 


an undertaking to pull down their buildings in case the 
court at the trial should be of opinion that they ought to 
do to. Fry, J., beld that he ought to award damages 
instead of granting a mandatory injunction, on the ground 
(1) that the plaintiffs bad delayed the service of the writ 
for some weeks after they had become aware of the nature 
of the defendants’ plans; (2) that the materiality of the 
injury tothe pl-intiffs was much less than the materiality of 
that which would be occasioned to the defendants by the 
pulling down of their buildings ; and (3) that that part of 
their buildings which would affect the plaintiffs’ skylight 
formed a portion of one entire building scheme, other portions 
of which would result in benefit to the plaintiffs. His 
lordship accordingly awarded the plaintiffs £200 damages in 
lieu of an injunction, but deprived them of the costs of the 
action, because they bad originally put their case too high. 





On Saturday, at the sittings before Mr. Justice Field and a 
common jury, when the first case in the list was called on 
no one appeared on either side and the case was struck out. 
His lordship observed that the same thing had happened 
with two cases the day before. Cases were entered in the. 
list for trial, the jodges and jury came to try them, and then’ 
it appeared that’ the eneve. bed. been ovttiod and. that. th 
solicitors had not had tbe common courtesy to leave notice 
at the associate's office of the fact. It would be mecessary to 
take some steps to prevent this practice and to remedy what 
really was an abuse. 





‘and fluent arguments, at once logical and 


Fry, J. | 





Obituarp. 


THE LATE MR. MACNAMARA. 


Tur few lines which appeared in this Journal at the time 
of Mr. Macnamara’s death expressed briefly the feelingg 
of regret and esteem which were universal in the profeg. 
sion. But acharacter so remarkable as his in its mental — 
and moral features ought not to be allowed to pass from 
sight without some effort to fix its outlines in our memory; 
and, in his case this is, perhaps, more needed than with 
many of less worth, for the breadth of his fame among the 
general public bore no proportion to the esteem in which 
he was held both by his own professior and by his private 
friends. At the time of his appointment aa a railway 
commissioner, it was @ question sometimes asked, Who ig 
Mr. Macnamara? Yet even a casual frequenter of West. 
minster Hall could have told that he was recxoned one of 


| the soundest and most accomplished lawyers of his time, 
'and that he was ever 
F : Mize: : | with 
without affecting his right would be an ‘alteration of the | 


listened to by the bench 
respect and attention. And no one at all 
conversant with the subject could follow his clear 
learned, 
without recognizing his perfect mastery of 1] 

principles, and the presence of a sound judgment and 4 
breadth of view which never allowed even so unwearied 


; dili i I z t with useles 

to have a certain space above the servient tenement left un- | ve napster de eytoa nanagenag ney errant — 
obsirncted. for the. passage, of light, the Decopete “7 —- | were also aware that his fluency and elegance of diction 
eg Ome a | were due, not only to natural genius, but toa cultivated 


affost the right, provided that in the new: einte of things ! did not exclude a fresh and lively interest in publio affairs, 


. aaa | and in whatever touched the general welfare ; that his un- 
be used by the owner of the dominant tenement. This view ' failing courtesy, the genuine trait of a kindly heart, was 


inapt citations. But those who knew him more intimately 


literary taste ; that the occupations and labours of businesg’ 


accompanied by the firmness of high principle and _ 
independence ; that he was a man of warm social 
domestic affections ; and that amidst the jars of a conten 


' tious profession he preserved the most singular purity and 


Preecription Act, in which the word “ window ” does not sweetness of disposition, and a generosity as delicate and 
oocar, but whinh speaks of “the access and use of light to | considerate as it was free and uosparing. 


and for any dwelling-house, workshop, or other building”’ ' i 
as the right which is to be protected by actual uninterrupted | Hayes Macnamara, 


Mr. Macnamara, who was the second son of Frederick 
Esq., of her Majesty’s 52nd 
Regiment, was born in the year 1820, He entered 
as a student at Lincoln’s-inn at an early age, and 


At the close of the year 1839, 
whilst he was still a student, the Peace Society offered a 
prize of 100 guineas, to be awarded on the Ist of January, 
1841, to the author of the best essay showing (1) the in 
consistency of war with the precepts of the Gospel ; (2) the 
duties of magistrates in tumults, insurrections and 
invasions; and (3) the best means of settling disputes 
between nations without recourse to arms, Mr. Maenamara, 
entering into this competition, obtained the prize, and 
afterwards published the essay. it was written with the 
fervour and enthusiasm of youth, and it may be doubted 
whether in his later years the author fully indorsed all the: 
opinions advanced in it, or was equally sanguine as to the 
results which could be attained by the proposed methods, 
Bat it is certain that he never departed from the principles 
and sentiments which he expresses with warm and lively 
eloquence, and with no little poetic fancy; and from this 
youthful essay of one of the sincerest of men those not 

lly acquainted with him may learn, and those who 

w him will interpret much of Ris life and character. 

They will recognize in the writer a tender and active 
sympathy with his fellow men, united with a clear and 

adherence to the privciples of moral right, and 
f in a deep religious feeling. In the poetic styleand 
copious imagery rg Fen trace the love of natural beauty” 
which, while health d, and, indeed, beyond the measure” 
of his strength, led him even in the midst of business 
long country rambles, and sometimes, in com with 

, to mountain streams, where to him : 
rather the excuse than the occupation. And the 
ness and research with which the inquiry is conducted, and 
which, considering the age of the writer and his other 
occupations is surprising, will seem to have presaged the 
energetic and persistent industry which thr life 
he ht to the exercise of his profession. ee 

That Mr. Macnamara, however, did not saffer himeslf 


to be led away by general speculation from his legal et 
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shown by his publication in the following year (1842 
wre little kor Pa Nullities and Irfequiarlties in law, 
which he dedicated to his old master Mr. Dow. The 
gubject was of a somewhat narrow scope ; its importance 
shrank before the reforms in pleading and practice intro- 
duced in 1852 and 1854, and has by more recent changes 
been reduced to still smaller dimensions; but at the time 
when this treatise was published the domain of technicality 
was still large and imposing. The subject was, therefore, 
not unimportant, and the treatise, being marked by the 
care and oigiinaes which distinguished all the works of 
the author, at once took its place as a manual of practice, 
and in some parts of the British dominions, where the old 
system still lingers, it is even now a current text book. 
This treatise was followed in 1844 by another work of 
the same class, ‘‘A Practical Treatise on the Several 
Counts and Pleas allowed to be pleaded together.” The 
celebrated New Rules of Hilary Term, 4 Will. 4, issued 
under 3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 42, and immortalized by the wit of 
thelate Mr. Justice Hayesin “‘ Crogatéscase,”’ were theresult 
of the first effort in modern times to reform our procedure, 
and commenced the series of changes which, so far as 
pleading is concerned, may be said, perhaps, to have 
reached a final stage in the Judicature Acts and Orders, 
But the genius of technicality ruled the natals of the 
new system, and whilst it aimed at simplicity and clear- 
ness, in reality, under colour of an enlarged power of 
amendment at the tria), it did little else than abridge the 
tight of the parties to state the case on the pleadings in 
their own way. To quote from Mr. Macnamars, ‘In 
practice it is found that the power of amendment is not 
«ommensurate with the restriction imposed on pleading 
by the new rule” (p. 8); and the anthor points 
out as the resalt that ‘“‘in many cases great injustice 
will be inflicted on a party to a cause by first tying him 
‘down to one statement, and by then taking advantage of 
his being so tied down” (p. 7). Under this system, the 
principle of which was to restrict the plaintiff to a single 
technical count, and the defendant to a single equally 
technical plea, unless a special reason to the contrary 
were shown, a ceaseless warfare raged at judges chambers 
over counts and pleas, so that it could be said that “ by 
far the majority of summonses heard before the learned 
judges at chambers refer to several counts and pleas,” 
was in this state of things that Mr. Macnamara 
published his little treatise, which is now happily of only 
historical interest, a record on the one hand of the con- 
dition of legal practice at its date, and on the other hand 
of the industry of its author. It was dedicated to that 
accomplished, but eccentric, lawyer and writer, Mr. 
W. M. Best. 
Before the publication of either of these two works, 
Mr. Macnamara had taken out his certificate as a special 
Plender, and his industry and ability did not fail to secure 
im full employment in a branch of professional practice 
where those qualities perhaps most certainly and im- 
mediately earn their reward. He continued in practice 
88 8 special pleader till 1849, and it does not appear that 
during that period he made any. farther contribution to 
legal literature beyond occasional articles in the legal 
Periodicals. But several pieces composed at this time 
‘thow that his pen was not engaged exclusively in draft- 
counts and pleas ; and they are characteristic of the 
writer. In 1843-4 he wrote, but seems never to have 
, “* Reflections wpon the Moral Influence of In- 
animate Nature,” and in 1844 he vindicated the claims of 
‘cience and education in a spirited reply to an attack 
against them Dr. Cockburn, in a sermon 
mee b cagee In 1846 the Society for the 
unatics offered a prize for an essay on 
‘the disturbed mental harmonies of human nature” aod 
pe . , Whose attention had been already directed 
the subject by the singular incident of a note being 
thtown into his garden from an adjacent building, by 
Pater of which @ lady, improperly confined there as a 
— had been restored to her friends, wrote an essay 
obtained the prize, and which he afterwards 
» Though not without passages of value, it is 


not the it of his works, and bears marks of the 


tion of a question which was then only be- 
ming to attract much attention. But his most con- 
work during this time was a novel in three 


volumes entitled, “Leonora, a Love Stery,”’ which he 
published anonymously in 1848; and in the iti 

of which he confesses himself indebted to the tragedy 
of “Torquato Tasso, or the Prison and the Crown,” 
and to the ‘‘Imaginary Conversation of Tasso and 
Cornelia.” The subject is the loves of the poet Tasso, and 
Leonora, sister to the Duke of Ferrara; and itisnotunreason- 
able to conjecture that it was in part the interest which the 
author had taken in the question of insanity that led to his 
imagination being fascinated with the story of a great 
genius, whose exalted fancy and ardent passion, while they 
gave him a fatal success in love, furnished a despotic 
prince with a convenient pretext for making a madhouse 
his prison, The story is told with lively fancy and with 
touching pathos; there breathes through the narrative am 
air of freshness, simplicity and purity, an ardent and 
impassioned sympathy with the beauties of nature, and the 
splendours of genius, with truth, freedom, and progress, 
a delicate and graceful tenderness, and a religious feeling 
as deep and earnest as it is wide and generous. 
Nor are there wanting touches of humour, which, 
to those who knew him, will recall the conversa- 
tion of the writer, at ease and free from care. This is not 
the place to attempt a critical review of **‘ Leonora” ; but 
this much may at least be said of it, that it is a charming 
work, which bears the same relation to the frivolous empti- 
ness, the mean tempers, and the hot and sordid passion of 
the favourite three volume novel, that the fresh air and 
bright sunshine bear to the glare and heat of a gin 
palace. As it was about this time, we believe, that 
Mr. Macnamara quitted finally (so far as his own pen 
was Concerned) the paths of general literature, it will be 
an appropriate place to notice that throughout bis life the 
drama had a powerfal attraction for him, and often 
furnished him with an agreeable relief from the anxiety 
and labour of his profession. He was indeed somewhat 
closely connected with the stage, being the brother of the 
celebrated actress, Mrs. Nisbet, afterward Lady Boothby, 
to whom, at the time of publication, “Leonora” was 
very generally attributed. He composed himself some 
light pieces, which were performed with tolerable 
success; and at the time of Mr. Phelps’ Shakespearian 
revival at Sadler’s Wells, he took an active interest in the 
project, and was, we believe, one of the subscribers to @ 


connection with this an amusing incident is recorded. On 


of Venice,” an audience, not versed in the history of 
literature, but charmed with the play they had witnessed, 
called vociferously for the anthor, and as nothing else 
would satisfy them, Mr. Macnamara, who was seated with 
other friends behind the scenes, was put forward on the 
stage, and bowed his thanks for their commendation. It 
is not difficult to see how naturally this love of the drama 
accorded with his temper and disposition. There was 
nothing solitary in his character. He could make nature 
his friend and companion, and found ia it the reflex of 
human emotion. The drama exhibited in a still more 
lively way the incidents of human life, and the joys and 
sufferings of his fellow men, and the sense of sympath 
was heightened by the companionship of that world vhich 
was being mirrored on the stage. 


In Michaelmas Term, 1849, the year following the pub- 
lication of “ Leonora,” Mr. Macnamara was called to the 
bar, and shortly afterwards married a sister of Sir Walter 
Morgan, now Chief Justice of Madras. For atime, it is 
said, he attended the chambers of Mr., afterwards Serjeant 
Allen ; not certainly for the purpose of learning law, in 
which the eloquent serjeant might more fitly have taken 
lessons from his pupil, but no doubt for the opportunity it 
afforded him of acquiring familiarity with the conduct of 
business in court. It was probably in part with the same 
object, as well as to repair the temporary deficiency. in 
his income which the change in his practice had occa- 
sioned, that he joined what he used to style the ‘‘ noble 
army of reporters” ; and for some time he reported for the 
Jurist, of which he was afterwards the editor, On being 
called to the bar, he had, in 1850, joined the Oxford Cirouit, 
renewing at Stafford his acquaintance with a neighbour- 
hood which must have been familiar to him when he was 
a boy at Lichfield Grammar School. He was at once 





recognized as not less a pleasant cireuit companion than a 


guarantee fund formed to cover the anticipated loss. In- 


the occasion of one of the performances of the “ Merchant | 
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lawyer of sound knowledge and judgment ; and it is not too 
much to say that for many years his opinion on a point 
law was at least as much regarded as that of any of his 
contemporaries on circuit. With his reputation his success 
in business steadily increased, and he was not long in® 
abandoning practice at quarter sessions, which must have 
always been to him a somewhat irksome necessity. It is 
characteristic, however, that the contact with crime into 
which his short experience of criminal practice brought 
him, touched at once his sympathetic nature; and the 
insight it gave him into the wretched fate of children of 
the criminal class, led him to write a lecture on “ The 
Neglected Children of Our Country,” which he delivered 
for benevolent objects on various occasions in 1853-4. It 
will also be of interest to the professional reader to know that 
the precedents of indictments prefixed to the first volume 
of Cox’s Criminal Cases were drawn by him. But the most 
important result of his connection with the criminal law was 
the edition of Paley on Summary Convictions, which he 
published in 1856. This admirable work, which an earlier 
editor had disfigured, he restored to more than its former 
reputation, and in that edition, and a subsequent one pub- 
lished in 1866, it has taken and maintained the position of 
a standard work on the subject. At the time of his death 
he was engaged upon, and had proceeded to a considerable 
distance, with a new edition, and we kave reason to hope 
that it will shortly appear under the care of his son. 

It would be of little interest to enumerate the many 
cases of importance in which he was engaged ; for these the 
reader must be referred to the contemporary reports ; nor 
does a steady and continual increase in business and repu- 
tation furnish any period which arrests the attention. To 
the public, at least, the careers of successful lawyers are 
best chronicled by their appointment to some public post. 
But Mr. Macnamara was one who never sought honours or 
appointments, but on whom they were imposed. It was in 
this way that he was appointed Recorder of Reading in 1864, 
and in 1867 a revising barrister; and in 1862 he was offered 
and declined the appointment of legal member of the 
Indian Legislative Council, and in 1871 that of solicitor to 
the Treasury. But there was one office, that of county 
court judge, which, however little worthy of his eminent 
ability, pleased his quiet and retiring temper, and which, on 
a failure in his health, he applied for. When, however, 


certain appointments were made which seemed inexplicable 
on any ground of professional merit or reputation, he with- 
drew his application, no longer deeming the appointment 


an honour. In 1870, however, his health so far failed that 
he became seriously alarmed, and indeed unnerved. On one 
of the metropolitan police magistracies falling vacant he was 
pressed and consented to accept the appointment from Mr. 
Bruce, then the Home Secretary, and at once, with an 
honourable feeling more often admired than imitated, 
resigned his recordership. But hardly had the appoint- 
ment been announced than his table was covered with 
letters of remonstrance from his friends, who, judging 
in this instance more wisely than himself, saw that 
to set a man of his peculiar character and attain. 
ments to the work of a police magistrate was to 
“cut blocks with a razor” These remonstrances were 
indeed so strong and so numerous that he immediately 
resigned the appointment which he had just received, 
and resumed his practice at the bar. But his health 
would hardly bear the strain which such heavy work 
imposed on him, and when, in April, 1872, an offer of a 
county court judgeship was made to him, he accepted it, 
and finally quitted practice, continuing only to carry on 
references before him in which the parties had incurred ex- 
penses which would otherwise have been thrown away. 

And here it may be noticed that for many years before 
this time he had occupied perhaps the highest place in 

ublic estimation as an arbitrator. No man was ever more 

tted for the office, or showed in a more marked 
degree the qualities of a judge. Inferior to none in 
knowledge of law, he was never eager to display his 
acquirements, or to anticipate what it was the duty of 
counsel to present tohim. But his firmness admitted of 
no unnecessery delay, and his patience, temper, suavity, 
and manifest impartiality gave confidence to all that they 
would be justly and carefully dealt with. Nor were they de- 
ceived, for no man ever brought more conscientious thought 
and deliberation to his work. The effect was despatch of 
business without hurry or confusion, and a correct result 
arrived at by an appropriate method. 





Indeed, care and thoroughness and ceaseless diligence 
marked all his professional work. As long as a case re. 
mained unheard he was never content to think his p; 
tion for it completed, and up to the last moment he would 
be ve whether it did not admit of being put ip 
some new light, whether some other legal principle op 
maxim might not be applied to its solution, or whether 
some further authority might not be discovered, 
indeed, said himself that he used the pen too much; and 
on his own account it may be admitted that it would hayg 
been better if his labours had been less unremitting ; but, 
it is certain that his clients had no reason to complai 
for it never happened with him, as it oftem does with 
inferior men, that repeated consideration and the accumula. 
tion of materials rendered his argument confused or 
hesitating; with him, the stream though fed by fresh- 
affluents, brightened as it ran, and added labour resulted ip 
increased force and clearness. 

It is not surprising that those who were best capable of 
judging of his powers logked forward with confidence to 
seeing him poarg «A a place on the bench of the superior: 
courts, and had his health remained firm, it can hardly be 
doubted that this would have been the case. It was with 
great satisfaction, therefore, that alter circumstances had 
put this position beyond his reach, they saw him appointed 
in April, 1873, to the office of legal member of the recently: 
established Court of the Railway Commissioners. The 
admirably-drawn rules which govern its procedure were 
framed by him ; and it is well known to all how largely the 
confidence with which this new tribunal has been regarded, : 
and the success with which it has exercised its important 
functions, are due to his sound judgment and legal know- 
ledge. 

et in the later period of his attendance on his duties 
there it was sadly apparent to all how greatly he was suffering, 
from enfeebled health, and the news of the attack whi 
finally prostrated him in the summer of 1876 was rather 
grief than a surprise. His mental energy and his bu oyant 
temper seemed still to himself and to his medical attend ants. 
to promise recovery, and it was hoped that he might 
resume his duties. But successive relapses disappointed 
these expectations, and on the 2nd of February in this year 
death emoved from among us one of those whom we could 
least spare, 

While he never occupied that kind of position which will 
hand down his name toa remote posterity among the list of 
the most eminent, he enjoyed the more genuine honour 
of being most mourned where he was best known. 
None who knew him will ever forget his cheerful greet- 
ing and his pleasant smile. There are many who willte- 
call the friendly readiness with which he would put aside his 
own pressing work to untie for them a legal knot or — 
resolve a practical dilemma; there are many who have 
tasted the generous kindness of one whose left hand never 
knew what his right hand did ; and many will long cherish 
the memory and the example of one who was never heard 
to utter a harsh word; who was ever modest and un- 
assuming, yet never timid or diflident; whose gentleness 
and self-control often veiled and always softened a high 
spirit of courage and independence ; who was serious with- 
out gloom, and reverent without fear or superstition; 
and who has left in their thoughts and affections a perfect 
image of stainless purity. 


MR. WILLIAM BROOKE. 


Mr. William Brooke, solicitor and notary, died at his- 
residence at Margate on the 16th inst. The deceased was 
admitted a solicitor in 1827, and had practised for neatly 
half a century at Margate, where he carried on a very large 
practice. He was for many years in partnership with the 
late Mr. Edward Deering, afterwards with Mr. Herman | 
Dirs Marteus, next with Mr. William Hughes, and more 
recently with Mr. George Foord Kelcey. He was a notaly 
public, a commissioner to administer oaths in the Supreme 
Court, and a perpetual commissioner for Kent, and he had 
filled several important public offices. He was f 
jadge of the old court of requests at Margate, He 

nm for many years clerk to the commissioners of taxés,. 
and registrar to the commissioners of salvage. On the im 
corporation of the borough of Margate, Mr. Brooke wae 
elected as the first town clerk, and he held the office | 
till September, 1876, when he was compelled by the stale 
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his health to resign, and was succeeded by his partner, 
2 Keloey, who is also clerk to the Margate School 
Board. . Brooke took a warm interest in all local 
and he was for several years chairman of the 
Margate Pier Company. 


MR. WILLIAM CARRICK. 


Mr. William Carrick (the head of the firm of Carrick, 
Lee, & Sons), of Brampton and Haltwhistle, died at his 
residence at the former place on the 14th inst. Mr. Carrick 
was the son of Mr. John Carrick, solicitor, of Brampton. 
He was admitted a solicitor in 1827, and had ever since 
carried on business at Brampton, and more recently his 
firm have also had an office at Haltwhistle. He was in 
partnership with Mr. John Lee (registrar of the Halt- 
whistle County Court), with Mr. John Blacklock Lee, and 
with his son, Mr. John Carrick. He was a commissioner 
to administer oath in thé Supreme Court, and a perpetual 
commissioner for Cumberland and Northumberland, and he 
had been for about thirty-five’ years coroner for East 
Cumberland. He was also clerk to the Commissioners of 
Taxes for Eskdale Ward, and steward of the Earl of 
Carlisle’s barony of Gilsland and his outlying manors in 
Cumberland and Northumberland. Mr. Carrick was also 
at one period clerk to the trustees of the Brompton and 
gala Turnpike Roads, clerk to the Haltwhistle Board 
of Guardians, and high bailiff of the Haltwhistle County 
Court. His firm are also joint-registrars of the Brampton 


- County Court (Circuit No. 3), and joint-clerks to the county 


magistrates at Brampton and Haltwhistle. Mr. Carrick’s 
death is much lamented in the neighbourhood. His son 


* and partner, Mr. John Carrick, was admitted a solicitor in 


nt and is deputy-coroner for the same division of Cumber- 
nd. : 





Apputnturents, Ete. 


Mr. Epwarp CHarMaAyN, solicitor and notary, of Harwich, 
has been elected Clerk to the School Attendance Com- 
mittee of the Harwich Town Council. Mr. Chapman was 
admitted a solicitor in 1835, and is town clerk, registrar of 
the Harwich County Court, and clerk to the borough magis- 





Mr. Jonny Moxon Crapon, solicitor and parliamentary 

agent (of the firm of Clabon & Fearon), of 21, Great George- 
street, Westminster, has been elected Vice-President of the 
Incorporated Law Society for the ensuing year. Mr. 
Clabon was admitted a solicitor in 1837, and is solicitor to 
the Attorney-General in charity matters, and also to the 
Uharity Commissioners. He is a director of the Law 
Association and the Solicitors’ Benevolent Association, and 
of the Equity and Law Assurance Society, the Law 
Reversionary Interest Society, and the Law Fire Insurance 
Society. 
» Mr. Ricnarp Duryrorp, barrister, has been appointed an 
Assistant Commissioner of Charities. Mr. Durnford is the 
son of the Right Rev. Richard Durnford, D.D., Bishop of 
Chichester, and was educated at Eton. He is a Fellow of 
King’s College, Cambridge, where he graduated as second 
classic in 1865, having in the previous year obtained the 
Camden Medal. He was called to the bar at the Inner 
Temple in Hilary Term, 1869, aud has practised on the 
Home Circuit and the Sussex and Brighton Sessions, Mr. 
Durnford is registrar of the Archdeaconry of Chichester, 
and has been for the last two years private secretary to the 
Lord President of the Council. 


Mr. L. P. Forp, advocate, of the Cape of Good Hope, 
has been appointed Attorney-General of the Transvaal 
Colony. " 

“Mr. Epwarp Artsur Har ey, solicitor, of Bristol, has 
been eee a i of the Bristol County Court 
oxy o. 54), and District Registrar for Bristol under 

Judicature Acts, to act jointly with his father, Mr. 
Edward Harley. Mr, E. A. Harley was admitted a soli- 
citor in 1869, and has been for some time deputy-registrar 
of the Bristol County Court. He succeeds to the joint 
Tegistrarship on the resignation of Mr. James Gibbs. 

Mr. Baines Harvey, solicitor, of Thetford, has been 
elected to the offices of Clerk to the Thetford School Board, 





Burial Board, and Borough Tax Commissioners, in the place’ 
of Mr. Odden Frederick Read, resigned. Mr. Harvey was 
admitted a solicitor in 1874, and is also deputy-coroner for 
the borough of Thetford. 


Mr. Henry Jones, solicitor, has been elected Town 
Clerk of the Borough of Colchester, in succession to Mr- 
Sayers Turner, resigned. Mr. Jones was admitted a soli- 
citor in 1854, and is clerk to the Lexden and Winstree 
Highway Board and the county magistrates, and solicitor to 
the East Essex Conservative Registration A:sociation. 


Mr. WynpHaAm Sank, of the Western Circuit, has bee n 
appointed to succeed Mr. J. H. Patteson as Magistrate of 
the Greenwich and Woolwich Police-courts. Mr. Wyndham 
Slade was called to the bar at tbe Inner Temple in Hilary 
Term, 1850. 








THE OFFICIAL REFEREES. 


In Committee of Supply, on Friday week, Sir H. James. 
wished to say a few words upon the official referees—not as 
to their personal qualifications, which were discussed last 
year, but as to the work they had to perform and the public 
money squandered upon them. It was an appointment of 
judicial officers in a direction in which they were not of the 
slightest use. There had been a twelvemonth’s trial of the 
official referees. He found that one of them had had twelve 
causes before him, and sat eighty hours last year, which, 
allowing six hours for a working day, gave him thirteen 
days and a fraction out of the 365 days of the year. Another 
had nine causes, and had sat 339 hours during the 365 days. 
One referee had had twelve causes before him, another 
eighteen, another nine, and another also nine. One referee 
had sat 273 hours, another 339, the third 247, and the 
fourth, as he had stated, eighty hours. For these services. 
the country was paying £6,000—namely, £1,500 a year to 
each of these gentlemen, and £200 to their clerks. All this 
time suitors were complaining that they could not get their 
causes heard, and the Government were refusing to increase 
the judicial strength of the courts because of the expense, 
while this sum of £6,000, which would pay the salary of 
another judge, was being spent with utter inutility to the 
public. He hoped that no more official referees would-be 
appointed. 

he ATTORNEY-GENERAL must admit that thése gentle- 
men had not had very much work to perform. When the 
Judicature Bill of 1873 was introduced by the late Govern- 
ment, it made a sweeping alteration in the courts of justice, 
and it was thought necessary to have official persons to. 
decide a variety of cases that could not be decided by 
the High Court itself. He believed that this view was 
entertained, among others, by his hon. and learned friend, 
and it was thought that barristers should be appointed who, 
without the assent of the parties, should be required to 
adjudicate in cases requiring a prolonged examination of 
documents or accounts which could not be sent before a 
jury. The Act of 1873 accordingly authorized the appoint- 
ment of official referees. But the Act also authorized the 
court to refer causes of this kind either to official referees or 
to special referees agreed upon between the parties. The 
consequence was that, generally speaking, the parties to a 
suit desired that matters which could not be decided by the 
court should be sent before referees of their own choos- 
ing rather than before the official referees—a wish on the 
part of the litigants to which the judges were not un- 
reasonably disposed to yield. If, therefore, the official 
referees had not much business to get through it was owing 
to no fault of theirs, for it could not fairly be alleged that 
they had in any way whatever neglected their duties. No 
complaint had made of the way in which those duties 
were performed ; they did their work so far as they had it 
to do satisfactorily ; and if the judges would not so 
frequently yield, as they not unnaturally did, to the wish 
of the litigants, the amount of that work would be con- 
siderably increased. But, be that as it might, the institu- 
tion of official referees hud so far, he must admit, been a 
failure ; and if in a short time the judges did not adopt 
the course which he suggested, instead of sending cases 
before referees appointed by the parties, or special referees, 
as they were termed, different arrangements must be made 
and the services of the official referees must be utilized in 





some other way. He should deemit to be his duty, after 
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a little further 


experience, to communicate with the Lord 
Chancellor with that object. 


Mr. Monk was of opinion that if barristers of long stand- 
ing and experience in their profession had been appointed 
to the position of special referees, they would have given 
great satisfaction to the country, and their services would 

_ have been put quite as much in requisition as those of the 
Railway Commissioners. 
Mr. Grecory admitted that the referees desired to 
— their duties well, but contended that, instead of 

aving cases referred to them, as at present, it would be 
much better to extend the system under which matters 
were dealt with by the judges’ clerks in chambers, who were 
subordinate to, and in constant communication with, the 
judges. 

Mr. Dittwyn spoke of the general dissatisfaction which 
was felt at cases being referred for arbitration to the official 
referees. 

Sir H. James protested against the course which the 
Attorney-General proposed to take. 

Sir G. Bowyrr was opposed to any extension of the 
system of judges’ clerks, which litigants regarded as a very 
great nuisance. ? 

Mr. Muntz thought that the popularity of the referees 
would not be increased if suitors were obliged to take their 
cases before them in the way proposed by the hon. and 
learned gentleman. 

The Arrorney-GENERAL said his remarks appeared to 
have been somewhat misunderstood. He did not desire 
that the courts should compel parties to go to a reference. 
That was a great evil, and he thought that when persons 
came before a court of justice their causes ought, as a 
rule, to be tried by the judges themselves. Sometimes, 
however, causes could not be so tried becanse they involved 
long investigations, or for other reasons; and if such 
causes were referred, the suitors themselves or their soli- 
citors were to blame. By a section of the Act of 1873 the 
court was empowered in certain cases to send causes to be 
tried by another tribunal. This, however, could only be 
done in specified cases, and what he said was that when a 
judge had determined to refer a cause it would be better 
for him to send it to the referees appointed by the Act of 
Parliament. At the time the Act was passed it was in- 
tended that the referees should be the persons who were 
to decide these matters. 

Mr. Gotpsmip said one grievance had not yet been 
alluded to. At the end of an assize, on circuit, it con- 
stantly happened that judges and counsel were anxious 
to get away, and solicitors and clients were so pressed by a 
combination of the judge and leading counsel that it was 
impossible to avoid referring a cause. If the power of re- 
ference to the official referees were extended, the pressure, 
which was already too great, would be increased. 

Mr. Dopps said that many cases went into court which 
were certain to be referred to the official referees, and it 
would be much more satisfactory to send them to arbitra- 
tors. The referees had given satisfaction neither to the pro- 
fession nor the public, and there was a very general feeling 
that they had not been a success, Next year he would pro- 
pose that the vote should be reduced. 

Mr. Leeman believed that there were only two ways in 
which the inconvenience at present inflicted upon suitors 
could be removed. It would be necessary either to increase 
the number of the judges, or to extend the powers of the 
county courts. All the evils existed still which had existed 
before the appointments of the official referees, and nothing 
could be worse than the way in which both the London 
and the country law courts were blocked up with cases to 
be tried. Both judges and counsel naturally wished to 
get their work done, but want of time stood in their way, 
and the present arrangements were insufficient. He could 
perceive no remedy for this very inconvenient state of 
things unless one of the two courses were taken that he had 
indicated. 


Mr. D. Davins said that the referees had made them- 
selves unpopular by their habit of consulting with counsel 
and by the Gogh of time that usually ela between the 
various appointments. Perhaps there might be a month or 
six weeks between one appointment and another, and when 
referees and counsel met again all they had known before 
about the case was forgotten. What he would like to see 
‘was one tribunal like the Railway ioners, 


which w meet and settle the mattet af once whether 
the counsel remained or not. 





HSucteties. 


UNITED LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY, 


A meeting of this society was held at Clement’s-inn Hajj 
on Wednesday, the 18th inst., Mr. J. T. Davies in the 
chair. Thirty-one members were present. -On the motion 
of Mr. W. C. Owen, seconded by Mr. Thornton, it wag 
resolved by a majority of eight, atter a prolonged dig. 
cussion, “ That the question upon the paper for debate dg 
not form the subject of to-night’s discussion.’ The mee 
then adjourned at half-past nine without discussing any 
further question. 











Weqal Mews. 

The magistrates at Lambeth have issued the following 
notice against “legal touting,” which they are determined 
to put down:—‘‘No one but a barrister or solicitor i 
allowed to practise at this court, and to prevent imposition 


the public are informed that no advocate is in any way 
connected with the court. The public are strongly advised 
not to allow themselves to be addressed by persons loiter- 
ing about the premises, bat when they require professional 
assistance to apply to Tegular solicitors at their offices, 


Constables are forbiddeif to recommend solicitors, and are 
cautioned against so doing.” ‘I'he notice also states that 
applications to the magistrates caa only be taken at half 
past ten in the morning; at other times questions will be 
freely answered in the clerk’s office. 

In one of the cases brought before the Chief Judge on 
Monday, it transpired that at tue first meeting in a case o 


liquidation the creditors appointed the clerk of the solicitor 
to the petition as trustee, and it seemed that no proper 
banking account had been kept. His lordship expressed 
his disapproval of the course adopted. He said the pro- 
ceedings were irregular and improper, and he discounte- 
nanced them, so far as was in his power, in this asin any 
other case which might come before him. The money 
which passed into the possession of the trustee belonged to 
him only as stakeholdc:r. It was his duty to pay 1t into 
the bank, and he had no right to take the money of the 
creditors and satisfy his own debt out of it. That was 
altogether wrong. 


On the vote in Committee of Supply of £177,580 for 
the Chancery Division ef the High Court of Justice, Sir H. 
James said he hoped that tho Government would give Mr. 
Justice Fry the usual staff. ‘The expense would be but 
light, and much inconvenience was suffered by the publie 
from the present arrangement. ‘Ihe Attorney-General was 
aware of the existence of a general feeling that Mr. Justice 
Fry ought to have the ordinary staff of a Vice-Chancellor, 
but he did not know whether it was justified. It had not 
been thought necessary when he was appointed that he 
should have a staff, and he (the Attorney-Genera!) had not 
convinced himself that it was necessary. The staff attached 
to the different judges was already exceedingly numerous, 
amounting to more than 100 persons. The evil was that. 
under the present system the staff of one Vice-Chancellor 
could not assist the staff of another. There were some of 
these gentlemen who had a great deal of work to do, and 
others who had little to do. Now there might be an altera- 
tion, and if the clerks who were not overwhelmed with 
work might be called upon to assist the clerks who had & 
great ceal to do, the difficulty would be got over. At all 
events the present arrangement might be allowed to work & 
little longer. 


On Friday week, in the Houee of Commons, Mf. 
Monk inquired why the costs in Divorce Court cases 
were not paid by the losing rties. The number 
of cases in which the Queen’s Proctor intervened 
eared to be increasing, and he wished to know ; 
his costs were paid by the Treasury, Mr. W. H. 
stated that until. very recently the Queen’s Proctor was 
an independent officer, but the duties were now discharged 
by the Solicitor of the Treasury, who was paid by salaty. | 
It was ‘yee true me the costs os = on the ua- 
successfu » but that was not always the case. f 
Attomey-Conasal had exercised the greatest discretion im 
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the intervention of the Queen’s Proctor. In 
this case there was no creation of a new office, but simply a 


transfer of duties from the office of Queen’s Proctor to that: 


of the Solicitor of the Treasury. The Attorney-General 
observed that when the Divorce Court was established Sir 
Cresswell Cresswell desired the assistance of un officer toin- 
quire jnto cases to see whether there had been any collusion 
between the parties. Accordingly, the Queen’s Proctor had 
been appointed to discharge the requisite duties. When 
collusion was established he was entitled to his costs from 
the parties, but he frequently intervened where collusion 
could not be proved, but where material facts had been kept 
from the knowledge of the court. When under the Act he 
was not entitled to his costs from the parties, they were paid 
by the Treasury. 

On Saturday, in a case of Hunt v. London Real Property 
Company, before the Lord Chief Justice and a special jury, 
Mr. C. Bowen applied that the case, which was commenced 
in the Chancery Division and which his lordship objected to 
try on the ground that the formalities required by ord. 36, 
yr. 29a, had not been complied with, might be now restored 
to the list. Mr. Bowen stated that upon application made 
Vice-Chancellor Hall had given a certificate to the effect 
that the question was a proper one to be tried by a jury, and 
that he had no power to summonone. The Lord Chief Jus- 
tice observed that therein he could not concur with the 
learned Vice-Chancellor. In his lordship’s opinion, it was 
contrary to the spirit of the Judicature,Act that one division 
of the High Court should prescribe to another division how 
to act, and, above all, contrary to the purpose for which 
ord. 36, r. 29a, was,in December last, made. His lordship 
would take an early opportunity of calling the Lord Chan- 
cellor’s attention to the question. If he (the Lord Chief 
Justice) held the reason stated in this certificate sufficient, it 
would be giving the go-by to the rule of December, which 
was intended to meet and provide for just such a case as this. 
Later in the day his lordship notified that, having consulted 
with Mr. Justice Field, he had come to the conclusion, as 
more respectful to the learned Vice-Chancellor’s order, to 
allow the case to be replaced in the list, but that he would 
take an early opportunity of calling the Lord Chancellor’s 
attention to the matter. 

The secretary of the Mercantile Law Amendment So- 
ciety, writing to the Times, quotes from the annual report 
of the Controller in Bankruptcy the following table, 
showing the number of resolutions registered under peti- 
tions for liquidation by arrangement and the amonnt of 
liabilities in those cases :— 

Resolutions Amount of Resolutions 
istered. _ liabilities. registered, 
£6,230,287 | 1874 ...... 

6,549,892 | 1875.0... 4,233 
3 8,420,774 | 1876 4,986 

4,152 eee 11,019,375 

It will, he continues, be seen that during the last 
seven years 16,943 compounding debtors, owing 
£31,398,528, have been entirely released from their debts ; 
that in 2,758 of these cases the creditors only received 
dividends ranging from 1d. and in no instance exceeding 
lg. in the pound; that in 3,809 compositions they got 
more than 1s, but not more than 2s. 6d.; and in 4,355 
cases the dividend was more than 2s. 6d. and did not 
exceed 5s. It will also be observed that in each succeed- 
ing year the number and percentage of compositions in 
which the lowest rates of dividend are paid has rapidly 
increased. In 1870 there were only 76 cases, 4°70 per 
cent. of the total compositions effected in that year, 
in which creditors did not get more than 1s. in the pound ; 
but in 1876 the number of such cases had increased to 
789, and the percentage had risen to 22-48. In 1870 the 
creditors got dividends of more than 5s. in the pound in 
5223 per cent. of the total compositions ; but in 1876 the 
Percentage of such dividends had fallen to 25°23, I may 
also state that in 1870 dividends exceeding 10s. in the 
pound were paid in 10°71 per cent. of all the compositions 
registered in that year; in 1876 the percentage had fallen 
to 4°84; in fact, if the present system continued much 

a dividend of 10s. in the pound under a composi- 
tion would be as rare as the dodo, and creditors would 
have to congratulate themselves whenever their debtors 
Condessended to pay them more than 2, 6d. in the pound. 


Amount of 

liabilities. 
£11,131,915 
12,483,999 
11,183,949 


=— 








LORD JUSTICE CHRISTIAN ON THE IRISH 
AUTHORIZED REPORTS. 


In a case of Mackey v. Scottish Widows’ Fund, before 
the Court of Appeal in Chancery in [r-land on Tuesday, 
Lord Justice Christian, in delivering judgment, said it was 
ossible this case would go on appeal to the House of Lords. 
f that were so, when the appeal was pending, he would be 
happy if the leading counsel on each side applied to him to 
give them his judgmentin writing. In no other way could 
they possibly get a true report ot what he had said. Most 
certainly they would not get that report in the pages of the 
present Irish reports. He took that opportunity of inform. 
ing the practising bar—and he would be favoured if the 
noted it—that everything which hereafter would be attri- 
buted to him in that publication (aud this applied to what 
had been already attributed to him in former cases) he now 
by anticipation disowned, and repudiated as spurious and 
unauthorized. He had intimated to the managers of that 
publication that it had ceased to possess any character what- 
ever of authentication in connection with that court, as ree 
garded himself individually, and consequently as regarded 
the court collectively. For taking this—he admitted an 
unusual step—he believed he had good and satisfactory 
reasons. He abstained at present trom unpleasant details 
that would bear more or less hardly upon individuals. 
Whether or not he should be driven into taem hereafter 
would depend on the more or less of misrepresentation to 
which he would be subjected at their hands. But 
he thought it right to say, in vindication of the 
course he was taking, that long aud close observa- 
tion had convinced him that the Irish reports were 
not a reliable representation of the legal transactions of the 
country ; that, on the contrary, the representations of these 
t:ansactions which that publication sent forth were in no 
manner deserving of the favour of the bw or the recogni- 
tion of the bench. He made this observation to protect 
himself from misrepreseatation and he did not make that 
remark without justification. The publication was appar- 
ently issued in the name of a body who called themaaie, 
or who were called by other people, ‘‘ fhe Council of Law 
Reposting in Ireland.” He had received from thema 
notification of their intention to publish hereafter as judg- 
ments of his the notes of their reporters uarevised, and in 
answer to his strong protest against such a course they 
had intimated that they would persevere. Now, he 
to offer a word or two of warning to those gentlemen. He 
knew, unfortunately, more about the reporters’ notes than 
they did, or possibly could know. His experience of them 
was long and dreary. Dozens, he might even say hundreds 
of times, reporters’ notes had passed through his hands, and 
knowing what, without a single variation, they had been 
in the past, he could form a good estimate of what they were 
likely to be in the future; and he now warned: this 
Council of Law Reporting that to put forward as 
the judgments delivered by the judges of that court 
their reporters’ notes unrevised would be to practise 
a gross deception on the bar, and to malign that court. 
His lordship referred in caustic language to the mode in 
which cases were reported, to the selection of cases for pub- 
lication, to the erratic extraction of the principles of de- 
cisions for marginal notes, and to the practice of — 
at length judgments delivered in primary courts, leaving 
unrecorded the decisions of that court, by which they were 
reversed. This method led English and colonial barristers 
to suppose that the Court of Appeal in Ireland was in the 
habit of setting aside elaborate and well-considered judg- 
ments without giving a single reason. He instanced a case 
in point in which the Master of the Rolls had strongly de- 
nounced a defendant and his solicitor, one of the most re- 
spectable of country practitioners, which judgment was re- 
versed on appeal, the Lord Chancellor aud himself (Lord 
Justice Christian) not merely exonerating, but highly com- 
mending the conduct of the two gentlemen who had been 
incriminated below. The Master of the Rolls was reported 
at length, and a mild note stating that his rule was set 
aside, and that the Lord Justice of Appeal dissented from 
the remarks in the court below was given, although both 
jadges in the superior court delivered lengthy aad well- 
considered judgments, 
The Zimes Dublin correspondent says that the Council of 

Law Reporting held a special meeting on Wednesday even- 
ing to consider the observations made by the Lord 
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Justice of Appeal. They resolved to publish a state- 


ment in reply, and append to it a correspondence which 
has passed during the last three months between the Lord 
Justice, the council, and their reporters in the Court of 
Chancery. 








Leqislationw of the Week. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
July 12.—Royau Commission. 

The Royal assent was given by commission to the fol- 
lowing Bills :—Public Works Loans, Royal Irish Consta- 
bulary (Prisons), General Police and Improvement (Scot- 
land) Act (1862) Amendment, Norfolk and Suffolk 
Fisheries, Metropolis Toll Bridges, City of London Im- 
provement Provisional Order Confirmation (Golden-lane, 
&c.), General Police and Improvement (Scotland) Provi- 
sional Order Confirmation (Dumbarton), Greenock Im- 
provement Provisional Order Confirmation, Metropolis 
Improvement Provisional Orders Confirmation, Elemen- 
tary Education Provisional Order Confirmation (London), 
Pier and Harbour Orders Confirmation (No. 1), Bristol 
and Portishead Pier and Railway, Great Northern Railway 
(Farther Powers), Southampton Harbour and Pier Board, 
Melton Mowbray Navigation, Rathmines and Pembroke 
Main Drainage and Improvement, Great Eastern Railway, 
Bristol United Gas, Metropolitan Railway, Midland Rail- 
way (Further Powers), Newcastle and Gateshead Water, 
Ryde and Newport Railway, London and North-Western 
Railway (Joint and Various Powers), Midland and Bastern 
and Norwich and Spalding Railway Companies, Alexandra 
Palace, Tasmanian Main Line Railway, Tyne Improvement, 
Waterford and Central Ireland and Kilkenny Junction 
Railway Companies, Canterbury and New Zealand Land 
Companies, Plymouth, Devonport, and Stonehouse Hackney 
Carriage and Boats, and Gregory Heirlooms. 


LocaL Government Provisionat Orper (Sewage). 
This Bill was read a second time. 


, CotontaL FortirrcaTions. 

This Bill was read a second time. 

_ _.. Sr. Srepuen’s Green (Dustin). 

This Bill was read a second time. 

Locat Government Boarp’s Provisiona Orpers Oon- 
FIRMATION (ArTisaNs’ AND Lanovrers’ DWELLINGS). 
This Bill passed through committee. 
; New Forest. 
This Bill was read a third time. 
Locat Government Boarn’s Provisional Orpers Con- 
J PIRMATION (Joint Boanps). 

This Bill was read a third time. 

July 13.—Universitizs or Oxrorp AND CAMBRIDGE. 

The House went into committee on this Bill. 

Clauses 1 to 22 were agreed to, amendments having been 
ne gatived. 

The Earl of Mortzy moved a new clause to 
enable the commissioners to make provisions for the 
appropriation of the property of any college in the 
University of Oxford for the purpose of the Bodleian 
Library, and for the complete or partial union of that 
college with any authority or institute in the university.— 
The clause was agreed to and was added to the Bill. 

The remaining clauses were agreed to with some verbal 
amendments, and the Bill passed through committee. 

Locat Governusst Provistonat Onpex (Sewace). 

This Bill passed through committee, 

CorontaL Fortirications. 
This Bill passed through committee. 
Local Government Boanp’s ProvistonaL Orpers Con- 
FIRMATION (ARTISANS’ aND Lazounens’ Dwe.uinas). 

The report of amendments to this Bill was considered 
and agreed to. 

July 16.—Facronizs. 

This Bill was read a second time. 

Prez awp Hanzove Onpers Conrinmation (No, 2), 

This Bill passed through committee. 





Merrororiran Commons Provisional Orper, 
This Bill passed through committee. 
Oren Spaces (Mzrropotis). 
This Bill passed through committee. 
Locat Government Provisional OrpER (Szwaae), 
This Bill was read a third time. 


CoLontAL ForrTIrIcATIONS. 
This Bill was read a third time. 
LLocat Government Boarp’s ProvistonaL Orpers Coy- 
FIRMATION (ARTISANS AND Lazourers’ DweLuinGs). 
This Bill was read a third time. 
Pustic Works Loans (Irgnanp). 
This Bill was read a second time. 


Companies Acts AMENDMENT (No. 3). 
This Bill was read a second time. 
July 17.—Universitizs of Oxrorp anpD CamBripag. 
The report of amendments in the Universities of Oxford 
and Cambridge Bill was received and agreed to.—A number 
of further amendments, of an unimportant character, were 
made.—A new paragraph was added to clause 18, empower- 
ing a college by statute made and passed at a general 
meeting of the governing body of the college, specially 
summoned for this purpose, by the votes of not less than 
two-thirds of the number of persons present and voting, to 
transfer the library of the college, or any portion thereof, to 
any university library. 
INchOSURE. 
This Bill passed through committee. 
Pustic Worxs Loans (IRELAND). 
This Bill passed through committee. 
Companirs Acts AMENDMENT (No, 3). 
This Bill passed through committee. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
July 12.—Fisuenres (Oysters, Crass, AnD Losers) 

This Bill was read a second time. 

Pustic Loans Remission, 

This Bill passed through committee. 

Soxicrrors’ ExaMINnaTion, 
This Bill passed through committee. 
TeLecrarus (Monzy). 
This Bill was read a second time. 
ConsoLipaTeD Funp (£20,000,000). 

This Bill was read a second time. 

July 16.—Consoniparep Funp (£20,000/000). 

This Bill was read a third time. 

TrLEcraPus (Money). 

This Bill passed through committee. 

Exementary Epucation Provisionat Orpers Con- 
FIRMATION (FeLmincuam, &c.). 

This Bill passed through committee. 

July 17.—Gas anp Water Oxvers ConrixMation (ABING- 
pon, &c.). 

This Bill passed through committee. 

Mazrrorouis Improvement ProvistonaL Orpgrs Oon- 
FrRMATION (Great WiLD-sTREET, &c.). 
This Bill passed through committee. 
Locat Government Boarv’s Provisiona, Orpars Cone 
FIRMATION (BeLPzR Union, &c.). 
This Bill passed through committee, 
Tzrzcrarus (Money). 

This Bill was considered as amended. 

Exemunrary Epvucation Provisionat Orpens Con- 
FIRMATION (FzimincuaM, &c.), 

This Bill was read a third time, 

July 18.—Inroxicatina Liquors (Inganp). 

The second reading of this Bill was moved Boog 
SULLIVAN, but, after a debate, it was negatived wi & 
division. 

Saxz or Intoxrcatina Liquors on Sunpay. 

This Bill was withdrawn. 


Iwroxicarmva Liavors (Licensixa Boarps), 
Mr. Cowen moved the second reading Of this Bill, ex- 
plaining briefly that its object was to transfer the power 
of granting or otherwise dealing with publicans’ licence 
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= 
—— licensing justices to a body eleoted by 
gh ers.—On os divieion the second reading was 
poe nd 133 to 
r IntsH Peerace. 
This Bill was withdrawn. 
Gas anv Warr Onvers Conrremation (Asrnapon, &c.). 
This Bill was read a third time. 
Merroro.is Improvement Provistonat Onpers Cox- 
FIRMATION (GREAT WILD-sTREET, &c.). 
This Bill was read a third time. 
Locat GovERNMENT Boarn’s Provisional ORDERS 
ConrremaTion (Bztrer Union, &c.). 
This Bill was read a third time. 


Court Papers. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 
Rota oF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 





Covert or MAsTER OF THE 
Date. hens. Rouzs. V. C. Marrs. 
5 wl July 23Mr. Teesdale Mr.Ward Mr. Merivale 
. Tuesday ....06 Holdship Pemberton Milne 
Wednesday .. 25 ‘Teesdale Merivale 
Thursday .... 26 Holdship Pemberton Milne 
Friday ...... 2 Teesdale Pemberton Merivale 
Saturday .... 28 Holdship Ward Milne 
V.C.Bacow. V.C.Harz, Mr. Justice 
Monday, July 23Mr.Clowes Mr. King Mr. Latham 
“Tuesday ...... 24 Kee Farrer 
Wednesday.... 25 Clowes King Latham 
Thursday .... 26 Koo Farrer 
Friday ...... 27 Clowes King Latham 
Saturday...... 28 Koe Farrer Leach 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


July 20, 1877. 
GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 


3 per Cent, Consols, 943 Annuitias, April, ’85,  * 
Ditto for Account, Aug. 2, 94¢ Do. (Red Sea T. ) Aug. 1 
Do. 3 per Cent. Reduced, 958 
New 3 per Cent., 953 

a perCent., Jan, 94 

24 per Cont., Jan, 794 

e 5 per Cent. +; Jan. "13 
Annuities, Jan. '80 


Ditto, £500, Do, 5 pm. 

Ditto, 2100 & £200,5pm, 

Bank of England’ gy — per 
Ct. (last half-year), 262 

Ditte for Account, 





INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES, 


Ind.Stk.,5 per Cent., July, 80,1049) Enf.Pr.5$ perCnt., May,’79, 9 
Dittofor Account, — Ditto Debentures, 4 per Cents 
Ditto 4 per Ceat., Oot. 88, 1039 April, ’64 

Ditto, ditto, Certificates — Do.Do,5 per Cent. , Aug. 73 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr.,4 per Cent. 88 | Do, Bonds, 4 per Cent. £1000 
2nd Enf. Pr., 5 per C., Jan,’72 Ditto, ditto, under £1000 





RAILWAY STOOK. 


















































Railways. \Paid. Closing Price 

Stock| Bristol and Exeter ..,.....0..ccsssssesersverevererecee| 100 oa 
Stock| Caledonian 100 1253 
Stock|Glasgow and South-Western ...., eneunanen svease] 100 108 
“Btock|Great Eastern = yore SLOG ceoccccccccccerces] 100 46 
Stock|Great Northern .... 100 124 
Stock} Do., A Stock* 100 12 
Stock|Great Southern and Western of Ireland ..,.,..| 100 129 
Btock/Great Western—Original 100 1 
Stook|Lancashire and Yorkshire ........ vee} 100 ! 
Stock/London, Brighton, and South Coas 1204 
Stock} London, Chatham, and Dover,,,. 203 
Stock/London and North-Western , 151 
Stock|London and South Western........... see} 100 182 
Stock/Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln ...,..s000 100 7 
‘Btock|Me itan 00 12 
Stock) Do., District 100 47% 
Btock| Midland 100 128 
Stosk|North British 100 
Stock|North Eastern 100 1 

North London 100 142 
Stock| North Staffordshire ve] 100 60 
Stock|8outh Devon 100 63 
Gtock/South-E 100 198 

















* A receives no dividend uatil 6 per cent. has been paid to B. 


Ex Bills, £1000, 24 per Ct. 5 pm. 


BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS, 


EverinecTon—J ae 165, at fone on House, Dulwich-wood- 
the wife of E. R. E barrister-at-law, of a pot ra : 
Gresnwoop—July 13, at Netherwood Cottage, East 

> a of H, Greenwood, of Lincoln’s-inn, barrister- -at-law, 


dela at Tintern , Grove- Redland, near 
Bristol, the wife of William w Killby, solicitor, of a 
daughter. 


LINKLATER—July 16, at 69, West Cromwell-road, S.W., the 
wife of John Edmund Linklater, of the Inner Temple, ‘bar- 
rister-at-law, of a daughter. 

ee rt gf 13, at Clattern Lodge, Kingston-on-Thames, the 
wife of H. Manby, of Lincoln’s-inn, barrister-at-law, of 


@ son. 
MARRIAG 
AmPuLETT—SHAPTER—July 14, St t Bt. James's, Paddington, 
Richard Holmden Am phiett, ” t, barrister-at-law, to Sophia 
Emily, younger Pic oe of John Shapter, Q.C., of 7, 
Clarendon-place, Hyde-park an 
ATTENBOROUGH—CUTLER—J 17, “at St. Paul’s Church, 
Avenue-road, Walter Annis fi Ponction § of the Middle 
Temple, barrister-at-law, to Eliza Scarlett, daughter of the 
late Edward James Cutler, of St. Jchn’s-wood-park. 
ba aig nye 17, at Monkstown Church, county 
Dublin, Samuel Cu Wilmot, Esq., B.A., barrister-at- law, 
4 Saag Lm daughter of Lieut.-General Sir Richaré 
y,K 


Carrick—July 14, at Brmpion ‘Cumberland, William Carrick, 
solicitor, and coroner for the Eastern Division of Cumberland, 


aged 73. 

Ex.is—July 14, Arthur Ellis, of 79, prego Clapham - 
common, S.W. S and late Registrar o f the High Court of 
Chancery, — 

GraHam—July 14, Allen M. Graham , barrister-at-law, of New 
Barns, West Malling, Kent. 

TuRNER—J uly 2, at 29, Ampthill-square, Manie, the beloved 
wife of Arthur Turner, aged 22. 








LONDON GAZETTES. 


Professional Partnerships Dissolved 
Tuxspay, July 17, 1877. 
Bell, James, William Henry Crowder, and John Greenfield, 37, Queen 
Victoria st, London, and Kingston-on-Thames, Solicitors. July 1 
Faupay, July 13, 1877, 
LIMITED In CHANCERY. 
American Bowling and Billiard Galleries Company, Limited.—Petition 
for winding up, presented July 10, directed to be heard before the 
mm beg July 21. Webb, Quean Victoria st, solicitor for the peti- 


eugene Clarendon Hotel nee ep Limited. —Petition for winding 
up, presented July 7, directed to be heard before the M.R. on j Baten 
- Barnard and Co, Lancaster place, Strand, solicitors for the peti- 
oner 
Hammersmith Town Hall Company, Limited.—By an order made by the 
M.R., dated July 2 it was ordered that the above company be wound 
up. Lindo and Co, King’s Arms yard, ms for the petitioners 
Oakham Collieries Company, Limited.—Petition for winding ap, pre- 
sented July 10, directed to be heard before the M.R. om July 21. 
Raven and Co, Queen Victoria at, solicitors for the petitioner 
Paris Skating Rink Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up, 
sented July 13, directed to be heard before the M.R. on july 2. 
Varley and Toynbee, New inn, Strand, solicitors for the petitioners 
Phosphate Sewage Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up, 
resented July 10, directed to be hearé before the M.R.on July 21. 
Mosley and Svea rehson, Gracechurch st, solicitors for the petitioner 
Portsmouth and Hampshire Mineral Water Company, Limited.—Tne 
M.R. has, by an order dated May 11, appointed illiam Eamonds, 
so wa Ok mia “Work Coapent Limited.—Petition for winding 
and emical orks Com . — 0 
July 9, di Ito” be heard before V.C. Bacon on 
5 tly - Flax and Co, East 44. aveaue, solicitors for the peti- 


wrte Consols Lead and Barytes Mining Company, Limited.—Petition 
‘an 8 - 
for winding up, presented July 11, directed to be heard before the 
M.R, on July 2!. Clennell and Fraser, Great James st, Bedford row, 
solicitors for the ag 
Torspay, Jaly 17, 1877. 
d I ermomne Be aoe Limited.— Petition fi 
bo h Pier and Improvements pany, Limited.— ion for 
py cal presented July 16, directed to be heard before V.C. 
Malins on July 27. Brandon, Essex st, Strand, solicitors for the 


toners 
Fl Wire Tramway Company, Limited.—Creditors are required, oa 
or before Sept 30, to send their names and addresses, and the 
tioulars of their debts or claims, te Frank Crisp, 6, Old Jewry. » Priday 
ae a adjudicating upon the 
3 


Direct Supply Association, Limited.—Potition for winding up, pre- 
aay 12, directed to be heard defure V.C. Malina oa July 27 
Cangmnan ond Os, Linesta’s tun Ostia, sates Se 











Grosvenor Turkish Bath Company, Limited.—Petition tor ap 
presented July 12, directed to be heard before V.C. Hal, ca Ja 
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27, Makinson and Carpenter, Elm court, Temple, solicitors for the 
r 
Hindley Cotton Spinning Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up, 
ted J 


presen uly 16, directed to be heard before V.C. Malins on July 
27. Charles, Gracechurch st, solicitor for the petitioner 
Imperial Chemical Company, Limited.—By an order made by V.C, 
Hall, dated July 6, it was ordered that the voluntary winding up of 
the above company be continued. Sole and Co, Aldermanbury, 
solicitors fer the petitioner 
Metal Tube Company, Limited.—Petiticn for winding up, presented 
July 13, directed to be heard before V.C. Hall on July 27. Wilson 
and Co, Copthall buildings, solicitors for the petitioner 
Beswick and Company, Limited.—By an order made by the 
M.R. dated June 30, it was ordered that the above company be 
wound up. Ingle and Co, Threadneedle st, agents for Hollinshead, 
Tunstall, solicitor for the pétitioners 
Sadler’s Wells Skating Rink an’ Winter Garden, Limited. —Petition for 
winding up, presented July 14, directed to be heard before V.C. 
Bacon on July 28. Mackreth, Moorgate st, solicitor for the peti- 
tioner 
South Durham Iron Company, Limited.—By an order made by V.C. 
Hall, dated July 7, it was ordered that the voluntary winding up of 
the above company be continued. Bower and Cotton, Chancery lane, 
licitors for the petiti s 
W. T. Henley and Company, Limited.— Petition for winding up, pre- 
sented July 14, directed to be heard before V.C. Malins on July 27. 
Gregson, Angel court, Throgmorton st, solicitor for the petitioner 
Creditors under Estates in Ohancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Frivay, June 29, 1877. 
Coleman, Edward, Jersey, Gent. July 21. Coleman v Coleman, V.C. 
Malins. Carritt, Fenchurch st 
Gordon, Thomas, Saltash, Cornwall, Esq. July 25. Gordon v Gordon, 
M.R. Barfield and Daniel, Plowden buildings, Temple 
Howland, Solomon, Chipping Wycombe, Buckingham, Chair Japanner. 
July 27. Howland v Medwin, V.C. Hall. Parker and Son, High 
Wycombe 
Morison, Alexander, Cold Harbour lane, Camberwell, Gent. July 27. 
Morison v Morison, V.C. Hall. Letts, jun, Bartlett’s buildings 
Tvespay, July 3, 1877. 
Banister, Lucy, Acre lane, Brixton. July 24. Broad v Munton, V.C. 
Malins. Munten, Lambeth hill, Queen Victoria st 
Boom, Sebastian Joseph Mary, Kingston-on-Thames, Surrey, Gent. 
Aug !. Boom v Boom, V.C. Bacon. Hudson. Hart st, Mark lane 
Bunn, Ju:nes, Morton, Norfolk, Farmer. July 26. Pratt v King, V.C. 
Bacon. Winter and Francis, Norwich 
Chrystal, William, Coulsdon, Surrey, Esq. July 28. Boser v Falconer, 
V.C. Bacon. Hebbel!, Catherine court, Tower hill 
Cordrey, Charles, Long !ane, Bermondsey, Fellmonger. July 27. 
Cordrey v Cordrey, V.C. Maline. Holmes, Threadneedle street 
De la Cour, Jane Louisa, Bath, Somerset. July 28. Grainger v Hill, 
V.C. Malins. July 28. Hasson, Strand 
King, Williem Proctor, Morton, Norfolk, Farmer. July 26. Pratt v 
King, V.C. Bacon. Winter and Francis, Norwich 
Luke, Francis, Whitehal!, Cornwall, Gent. Jaly 30. Luke v Luke, 
V.C. Bacon. Downing, Kedrath 
Trenaman, Elizabeth Ann, Romford, Essex. July 23. Matheson v 
Trenaman, V.C. Bacon. Smith, Great James st 
Wortiey. John, Bracondale, Norwich, Gent. July 27. Culley v Wort- 
ley, M.R. Stanley, Norwich 
Farpay, July 6, 1877. 
Barns, William, Torquay, Devon, Builder. July 28, Archer v Gard- 
ner, V.C. Malins. Ryland, Lincoln's inn fields 
Brown, Samuel Stainton, Lewisham, Kent, Surgeon. Aug 10. Smith v 
Robinson, V.C. Hall. Rob and Rushton, Lancaster place, Strand 
Couche, William, Exeter, Gent. Aug 9. Messenger v Messenger, V .C. 
Hail. Frost, Launceston 
Green, William, James st. Oxford st, Butcher. July 28. Hatch vGreen, 
M.R. Collins, Furnivai’s inn 
Jay James, Lilley Court, Hereford, Solicitor. July 30. Hodges v Jay, 
C. Hall. Beddoe, Hereford 
King, William, Burnley rd, Stockwell. July 31. Webster v King, 
V.C. Hall. Rees, South sq, Gray's inn 
1, Courtenay, Swansea, Glamorgan, Esq. July 31. Rhodes v 
Jenkin, V.C. Malins. Nelson, Bennert’s hil), Doctors’ commons 
Newman, Thomas, Sobverton, Hants, Yeoman. July 30. Newman 
v Bulbeck, V.C. Bacon. Emenne) and Round, Walbrook 
Pettitt, Harriett, Stowmarket, Suffolk. July 24. Kirkup v Pettitt, 
V.C. Hall. Satchel! and Chapple, Queen st, Cheapside 
Stych, William James, Albert st, Mile End road, Book seller. Aug 8. 
Ensworth v Abbey, V.C. Hall 
Treherne, John. Ir nger lane, Solicitor. July 30. Toleman v 
Wolferstan, V.C. Malins. Mackreth, Moorgate st 
Waters, Adam, Upton, Nortolk, Butcher. Aug15. Waters v Waters, 
V.C. Hal. Clabburn, Norwich 


Bankrupts. 
Fripay, July 13, 1877. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1862. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts'to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in the Country, 
Callow, John Themas, and Joon Thomas Smith, Fletton, Hunting don, 
Corn Merchants. Pet Jane 21, Gaches, Peterborough, July 28 at 12 
Davies, William, Aberdare, Commission Agent. {Pet July 11. Howell. 
Aberdare, July 30 at 12 
Davison, William, Southwick, Durhaim, Joiner. Pet July7. Boulton. 
Sunderland. July 24 at 12 
Trassler, Frederick, Walsall, Stafford, Agent. Pet July 10. Clarke. 
Walsall, July 25 at 12 
Tuxspay, daly 17, 1877. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registear. 


'o Surrender in " 
ht, Alfred Pilkizgton, Brixton hill, Coal Merchant. Pot July 12. 
By Te, pf Friday st, Commission Agent 
Pet July 13. Keene, July 27 at it ¥ ' 

















To Surrender in the Country, pres 
Aird, Walter, Sandown, Isle of Wight, Gent. Pet July 13, Blake, ; 
Bonthees Henry Apthorpe, Goteshend, Mhuhed Seria PetJaly 
entham, Henry Apthorpe, Gateshead, r nt, 
14. Mortimer. Newcastle, July 28 at 11 
Callow, John Thomas, and John Thomas Smith, Fetton, Huntingdon, 
Corn Merchants. Pet June 21. Gaches. Peterborough, July 9% att 
Cohen, Benjamin, Liverpool, Cigar Dealer. Pet July 13, Bellinger. 
Liverpool, July 30 at 12 , 
Normington, William Emmett, Huddersfield, Confectioner. Pet July 
10. Jones. Huddersfield, July 28 at 11 
BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Fripay, July 13, 1877. 
Dowell, Thomas, Sandown, Isle of Wight, Engineer, July 12 
Pooley, Thomas Alexander, Cloak lane, Wine Merchant. Jau4 
Tuespay, July 17, 1877. 
Markwick, Mark, Harpur st, Red Lion sq, Builder. July 5 
Phipps, Paul Lewis, Claremont villas, Pelham rd, New Wimbledon, 


Jaly 12 
Walton, Samuel, Manchester, Wine Merchant. July 12 
Liquidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Frivay, July 13, 1877, 

Allcock, George, Hucknall Torkard, Nottingham, Harness Maker, 
July 30 at 12 at offices of Clifton, St Peter’s chambers, Nottingham 
Aub, [gaace, Aldersgate st, Importer of Musical Instruments. Jaly 

30 at 10 at offices of Evans and Eagles, John st, Bedford row 
Auton, Christopher, York, Painter. July 27 at 12 at offices of Wilkin 
son, St Helen’s -q, York 
Barrington, Joseph, Church, Lancashire, House Furnisher. July 3} 
at 3 at the Railway Hotel, Blackburn rd, Accrington. Sut 


Burnley 

Biddles, John, Loughboroug h, Seedsman. July 31 at 12 ai offices of 
Deane, Market place, Loughborough . 

Brewster, Joseph, Kingston-upon-Hull, Leather Merchant. July % 
at 2 at offices of Pickering, Parliament st, Kiagston-upon-Hull, 
Frost and Dawson 

Brockbank, James, St Helens, Lancashire, Grocer. Juiy 26 at lat 
— of Quinn and Sons, Lord st, Liverpool. Riley and Slater, St 

jens 

Brookes, Thomas, Stockport, Cheshire, Grocers’ Salesman. July 3 
at 1) at offices of Addleshaw and Warburton, King st, Manchester 

Brooks, Henry, Surrey sq, out of business. July 31 at:l at the Horse and 
Groom Inn, Portugal #t. Andrew and Cheale, Tunbridge Wells 

Oaivert, Joseph, Middlesborough, Grocer. July 21 at 11 at oifices of 

'eale, Albert rd, Middlesborough 

Campbell, John McKay, and James Lawson, Eceles, Lancashire, 
Builders. July 24 at 12 at offices of Whitt, King et, Manchester, 
Dawson, Manchester 

Carr, William Tnomas, Huddersfield, Commission Agent. July 26at 
3 at offices of Learoyd and Oo, Buxten rd, Huddersfield 

Carter, William, Loughborough, China Dealer, Aug 1 at 12 at offices 
of Goode, Baxtergate, Loughborough 

Cartwright, Catherine, Linton, Derby, Grocer. July 27 at 12 at offices 
of Dewes and Musson, Ashby-de-la-Zouch 

Crouch, John, jun. Alcester, Warwick, Victualler. Aug 3 at Sat 
otfces of Jones, Alcester 

Davenport, James Hunt, Uffington, Berks, out of business. July 27 
at et “ the Railway Hotel, Uffington. Kinneir and Tombs, Swin- 
don, ts 

Davies, Edward John Cox, Tredegar, Mon, Solicitor. July 26 at ll at 
the County Court Offices, Tredegar. Shepard, Tredogar 

Davies, John, Briton Ferry, Glamorgan, Labourer. July 24 at Ll at 
offices of Davies, Alma place, Neath 

Davis, Charles Thomas, seo, Birmingham, Broker. July 27 at 12 at 
offices of Fallows, Cherry st, Birminghxm 

Davis, Charies Thonas, jan, Birmingham, Broker. July 27 at 12 a6 
offices of Fallows, Cherry st, Birmingham 

Davis, George, Birmingham, Tin Plate Worker. July 27 at 12 a 
offices of Fallows, Cherry st, Birmingham 

Dawton, William, Pilton, Devon, Paper Manufacturer. July 30 at ll 
at offices of Thorne, Castle st, Barnstaple : 

Desborongh, Frederick Norton, Packington st, Islington, Artificial 
~ my July 23 at 3 at offices of Buchanan and Rogers, 
hall st 

Edwards, Henry, Brynmelin, Glamorgan, Carpenter. July 25 at3 at 
offices of Smith and Co, Cambrian place, Swansea 

Eginton, John Lewis, Margate, Watchmaker. Aug 2 at 12 at the 
Guildhall Coffes House, Gresham st. Dorman, Ramsgate 

Eliis, John, Saltord, Baker, July 25 at 3 at offices of Gould, Princess 
st, Manchester 

Faulxes, Thomas, Manchester st, Gray’sinn rd, Joiner, Aug 4 atd 
at the Brown Cow Inn, Broadgate, Lincoln. Fenton 

Firth, Joseph, Bradford, Grocer. July 25 at 1! at offices of Watson 
and Dickons, Victoria chambers, Bank st, Bradford 

Garner, William James, Wellingborough, Northampton, Grocer. July 
80 at 12 at offices of Cook and Parker, Church st, Wellingborough 

Gerb, Juhann, and Gustav Adolf Reinhard, London wall, Comm 
Merchants. Aug 2 at2 at offices of Meath and Parker, St 


place 

Gorrod, John, Horton, Buckingham, Coal Merchant. July 27 atll 
at offices of Peader, Gray’s inn sq 

Greaves, James, South Salford, Pianoforte Dealer. Jaly 26 at 3 at 
officesof Hankinson, St James’s sq, Manchester 

Greenland, Charles, Wolverton, Somerset, Farmer. July 25 at at 
offices of Dann and Payne, King st, Frome 

Groom, Christopher Herbert, Stowmarket, Sufflk, Carpenter. July 
26 at 12 at the King’s Head Hotel, Stowmarket. Walpole, Beyton 

Hainsworth, Henry, Shariston, York, Grocer. July 27 at Li at offices 
of Fernandes, Oroes sq, Wakefi ela 

r, Alfred, Manchester, Perambulator Maker, Aug 3 at 986 
4 of Gardner, Brown st, Manchester 

Harrison, William, Leeds, Livery Stable Kesper. July 26 at 3 at offiees 
of Pullan, Bank chambers, Park row, Leeds 

Hervey, William Pallett, Berners st, Gxford st, Dressmaker, July #0 
at 3 at offices of Hunter and Downes, Coleman st : 

Hateley, Joseph, Waisall, Stafford, Gasfitter; July 23 at 11 atofcee — 
of Glover, ark 6t, Walsall 
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Edward, New Brompton, Kent, out of business. July 28 at 
il nf ahe Dover Castle Hotel, Giobe lane, Chatham. Wymond, Chat- 


Holland, Rechab, Rochester terrace, New Southgate, Bootmaker. 
July 25 at 2 at offices of Copp, Kssex st, Strand 
ng, Sydney, Bournemeuth, Painter. July 25 at 3 t offices of 
Preston, Branksome chambers, Commercial rd, Bournemouth 
Hutchinson, George, Wakefield, Flock Manufacturer. July 26 at 3 at 
the Foresters’ Koom, Crown court, Wakefield. Mander and Son, 
Wakefield 
tchinson, Thomas, Batley, York, Newsagent. July 26 at 3 at offices 
of Horner, Wood st, Wakefield 
Jenks, Thomas, Fenton, Stafford, Grocer. J uly 23 at 11 at 12, Cheap- 
side, Haniey. Tennant, Hanley 
Joseph. Alfred, Oxford st, Importer of Foreign Goods, July 23 at 10 
at offices of Evans and Eagles, John st, Bedford row 
King, Thomas Robert, Preston, Northumberland, Provision Merchant. 
July 30 at 11 at offices of Smirk, Collingwood st, Newcastle-upoa- 
Tyne. Kidd, North Shields 
Lowe, Joseph, Ashton-on-Mersey, Cheshire, out of business. July 25 
at 3 at offices of Marlow, Cross st, Manchester 
Lumb, George, Bowling, York, Cabinet Maker. July 27 at 11 at offices 
of Hutchinson, Piccadilly chambers, Piceadilly, Bradford 
Metcalf, Joseph, Morley, York, Linen Draper. July 25 at 8 at offices 
of Simpson and Burreil, Albion st, Leeds 
Mince, Frederick, Wells st, Hackney, Cabinet Maker. July 27 at3 at 
offices of Heathfield and Son, Lincoln’s ion fields 
Musson, Joseph, Stockton-on-Tees, Shoemaker. July 26 at 11 at 
ottices of Hunton and Bolsover, High st, Stockton-on-Tees 
Ovendale, William Richard, Sheffield, Tailor. July 24 at 10 at 2, 
Bank st, Shetfield. Porrett, Sheftield 
Overton, Robert, Stockport, Cheshire, Hosier. July 31 at 3 at the 
Brunswick Hotel, Piccadiliy, Manchester. Newton, Stockport 
Parker, Thomas Chamberlain, Leiston, Suffolk, Baker. Aug 3 at2 at 
the White Bart Inn, Saxmundham, Suffolk. Po/lard, Ipswich 
Pearson, John, Longwood, York, Shoddy Merchant. July 27 at 4 at 
at offices of Ramsden and Sykes, John William st, Huddersfield 
Phillips, David, Peartree st, Goswell rd, Engineer. July 28 at 12 at 
offices of We'ls, Paternoster row 
Phillips, Richard Coles, Birmingham, Button Mannfacturer. July 27 
at 3 at offices of Wills and Newey, Annst, Birmingham 
Power, Christopher Edward, Hammersmith rd, Brompton, Merchant’s 
Clerk. July 30 at 3 at offices of Kesterton, Law Courts chambers, 
Chancery lane 
Power, James Alexander Waterford, Bath, Solicitor’s Clerk. July 24 
at 12,30 at the Angel Hotel, Fisherton, Salisbury. Bartrum, Bath 
Pratt, Charles Dormer, Stratford-en-Avon, Warwick, Corn Merchant, 
July 25 at 2 at the Shakespeare Hotel, Stratford-on-Avon. Warden, 
Stratford-on-Avon 
Purchas, James Bishop, Golebr ook terrace, Islington, Solicitor. July 
28 at 12 at offices of Kisley and Stoker, Gray’s inn 
Raatz, Walter, Swansea, Outfitter. July 25 at 3 at offices of Milne and 
Oo, Albion chambers, Bristel. Woodward, Swansea 
Readman, Thomas Harland, Whitby, York, Painter. July 23 at 3 at 
offices of Hunton and Bolsover, High st, Stockton-on-Tees 
Roberts, Alfred, Todmorden, Lancashire, Joiner. Aug 2 at 3 at the 
White Hart Hotel, Todmorden. Sager, Todmorden 
Robinson, Frederick, Vauxhall bridge rd, Grocer. Aug 2 at 12 at 
offices of Fletcher and Co, Staple inn 
Robinson, John Haylock, Grove rd, Holloway, Confectioner. July 31 
at 12 at offices of Cox and Sons, Cloak lane 
Rothery, Robert, Hightown, York, Manufacturing Chemist. July 30 
at 3 at offices of Curry, Cleckheaton 
Rushworth, William, Armley, York, Joiner, July 24 at 3 at offices of 
Pullan, Bank chambers, Park row, Leeds 
Rutter, William, New Malton, York, Grocer. July 30 at 1) at offices 
of Simvson, New Maiton 
Sanderson, William Henry, Huddersfield, Dyer. July 27 at 3 at offices 
of Learoyd and Co, Buxton rd, Huddersfield 
Shirley, Amos, Coventry, Elastic Web Manufacturer. July 26 at 2 at 
offices of Minster, Trinity churchyard, Coventry 
Smith, William, Birkenhead, Cheshire, Builder. July 26 at 3 at offices 
of Simm, Fylde chambers, Thomas st, Liverpool. Rumsey, Liverpool 
Stanley, Joseph, Moss Side, Manchester, General Avent. July 23 at 
12 at offices of Sutton and Elliott, Fountain st, Manchester 
Sterner, Julius, Birmingham, Agent. July 23 at 11 at offices of 
Rawlings, Ann st, Birmingham 
Swindells, John, Stockport, Cheshire, Jeweller. July 30 at 3 at offices 
of Addleshaw and Warburton, King st, Manchester 
Sykes, John Kaye, Huddersfield, Woollen Mercsant. 
3 at offices of Learoyd and Oo, Buxton rd, Huddersfield 
Thomas, William, Swansea, Grocer. July 23 at 3 at offices of Davies 
and Hartland, Rutland st, Swansea 
nce, James, Bradford, Generai Dealer. July 27 at 3 at offices of 
Wood and Killick, Commercia! Bank buildings, Bradford 
Turner, Eliza, Bury St Edmunds, suffolk, Boot Seller. July 30 at 11 
at the  peeaall, Bary St Edmunds, Salmon and Sons, Bury 8t 
Edmunds 





July 25 at 


Warner, James, South Island place, Clapham rd, Builder. Aug 2 at 3 
at offices of Ditton, lronmonger lane 
Wateriall, Albert, Shettield, Stvel Manufacturer. July 24 at 11 at 
offices of Esam, George st, Sheffield 
Webb, Francis, Frome, Somerse:, Wheelwright. July 25 at 3 at offices 
of McCarthy, King st, Frome 
Wheat, Thomas, Dresden, Stafford, out of business, July 24 at3 at the 
wn and Anchor Hotel, Longton 
James Hoe, Spaiding, Lincoln, Ceachbuilder. July 26 at 12 at 
wie ne Tent ciel eg eee » Spalding 
» John, Attercliffe, Sheffield, Grocer, July 25 at 10 at 2, Bank st, 
Sheftield. ‘Porrett, Sheffield ee f 
» Walter William, Warrengate, York, Provision Dealer. July 
23 at 8 at the Royal Hotel, Wood st, Wakefield, Lodge 
Wilkinson, Henry Ward, Sheitield, Chemist. July 28 at 11 at offices of 
we Fig Tree lane, Sheffield. Binns, Sheffield 
, Abraham, , Rag Merchant. July 24 at 2.30 at the 
Batley Station Hotel, Batley. Shaw, Dew oy, ” 
by vy Bay Whitehaven, Cumberiand, Tailor, July 27 at 12 
at the Royal Hotel, Manchester. Paitson, Whitehaven 
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Woodman, Walter, Ash, Surrey, Licensed Victualler. July 27 at 2 at 
offices of Eve, Victoria rd, Aldershot 

Wroe, Thomas, Strangeways, Manchester, Dealer in Works of Art. 
July 26 at 3 at offices of Shippey and Field, Cooper st, Ma 

Yates, Jonas, Leeds, Engineer. July 27 at 12 at offices of Roeke and 
Midgley, White Horse st, Boar lane, Leeds 

Young, William, Boltoo, Lancashire, Builder. July 25 at 3 at offices 
of Rutter, Mawdsley st, Bolton 


Turspay, July 17, 1877. 
Ade, Benjamin, Brighton, Linen Draper. Aug 9 at 3 at offices of 
Champion, Northgate House, Pavilion, Brighter 
Alexander, Joseph, Old st, St Luke’s, Boot Maker. July 30 at 3 at 
oftices of Pannell, Guildhall chambers, Basinghall st. King 
st, Cheapside 
Anthony, John, Aberdare, Ale Merchant. Aug 7 at 2 at the Boot 
Hotel, Commercial place, Aberdare. Charlies, Neath 
Bailey, Joseph, Kingston-upon-Hull, Boot Manufacturer. Aug 3at I 
at offices of Torry, Cogan’s chambers, Bowialiey lane, Kingston- 
upon-Hull 
Bailey, Thomas, Crabbe Cross, Warwick, Chemist, July 30 at 3 at 
otiices ot Richards, William st, Redditch 
Bateman, Frank, Castle st, Finsbury, Boot Upper Manufacturer. July 
26 at 2 at offices of Hand, Finsbury pavement 
Beale, Thomas, Holsworthy, Devon, Farmer. Aug 7 at 12 at the White 
Hart, Holsworthy. Chanter and Co 
Beaman, Samuel, Castle Northwich, Cheshire, Beerhouse Keeper. 
Aug 4 at 10 at offices of Fletcher, Northwich 
Bennett, John Tyler Barnsley, Aston, Warwick, Commission Agent. 
July 27 at 12 at effices of Collis, Atlas chambers, Paradise st, Birm- 
ingnam 
Booth, William, Sheffield, Cabinet Case Maker. July 27 at 3 at offices 
of Clegg and Sona, Bank st, sheffield 
Bowen, John, Pontardawe, Glamorgan, Mason. July 30 at 12 at the 
offices of Kempthorne, Dyffryn chambers, Neath 
Bowles, Alfred, Moor st, Birmingham, and John Lynch, Prescott st, 
Birmingham, out of business, July 31 at 11 at offices of Parr, 
Colmore row, Birmingham 
Bradshaw, Willism, Brighouse, York, Wire Manufacturer. July 30 at 
3 at offices of Boocock, Silver st, Halifax 
Brittain, John William, Lianelly, Carmarthen, Innkeeper. July 28 at 
12 at offices of Williams, Abbey terrace, Lilandilo 
Brown, Aaron, Powick, Worcester. July 30 at 12 at offices of Clarke, 
Foregate st, Worcester 
Burdett, Alfred, Portsmouth, Musical Instrument Maker. July 30 at 
12 at offices of Ford and Son, 8t Thomas st, Portsmouth 
Carter, William, Huddersfield, Yarn Spinner. July 31 at 2 at offices of 
Fisher, Queen st, Huddersfield 
Cawthron, Robert, Walthamstow, Grocer. July 30 at 4 at the Guild- 
hall Tavern, Gresham st. Houghtons and Byfield, Gracechurch st 
Chittenden, James, New Romney, Kent, Grocer. Aug 3 at 1.30 at the 
George Hote!, Rye, Sussex. Stringer 
Cohen, Joe!, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Scupper Manufacturer. July 31 
at 2 at offices of Joels, Newgate st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Cooke, Charles Henry, Brighton, Writing Clerk. Aug 1 at 3 at 
offices of Chalk, Ship st, Brighton 
Craven, Thomas, Hulme, Lancashire, Mason. July 30 at 3 at offices of 
Peacock and Gracie, Cress st, Manche-ter 
Crick, Richard William, Ballance rd, Homerton, Steam Circus Pro- 
prietor, Aug 8 at 3 at offices of Pannell and Co, Guildhall chambersy. 
Basinghall st. Curtis, King st, Cheapside 
Davies, Edward, Liverpool, Engineer. July 31 at 2 at offices of Etty, 
Lord st, Liverpool 
Davies, Griffith, Narberth, Pembroke, Tailor. July 27 at 12 at offices 
of Collins, jun, Broad st, Bristol. Griffiths, Carmarthen 
Davies, Thomas, Mountain Ash, Giamorgan, Builder. Jaly 30 at 1 at 
offices of Beddoe, Canen st, Aberdare 
Dennis, Frederick William, Crewe, Tobacconist. July 31 at 10 at 75, 
Market st, Crewe. Pointon = 
Dent, George Andrew, Richmond, York, Joiner. Jul 28 at 12 at 
offices of Robinson, Richmond 
Dodson, William, Bryan st. Islingten, Pianoforte Manufacturer. July 
80 at 12 at officesof Plunkett, Gutter lane 
Dougherty, John, The Terrace, Kensington, Fruiterer, July 25 at 10 
at offices of Sydney, High Holborn 
Elvin, James, funbridge Wells, out of business. July 31 at 3 at offices 
of Goodman, North st, Brighton 
Evans, Evan Harris, Glamorgan, Grocer, July 28 at 3 at the Queen’s 
Hotel, Cardiff. Jones, Cardiff 
Felton, Wiliam, Church Oakley, Gants, Farm Bailiff. Aug 3 at 12 at 
offices ot Chandler, Basingstoke 
Ferri, Mary Anne, Choriton-upon- Medlock, Manchester, Ladies’ Out- 
fitter. Ang 1 at 3 at offices of Chorlton, Brazennose st, 
Fewtrell, Altred, Mach Wenlock, Draper. July 31 at 12.30 at offices 
of Cooper and Haslewood, Listley st, Bridgnorth 
Fisher, Henry Alphonso, Eccleshall, York, Table Knife Blade Manufac- 
turer. July 30 at 1) at offices of Vickers and Son, Bank st, Sheffield 
Forster, William, Pensher, Durham, Beerhouse Keeper. July 30 at $ 
at offices of Bell, Lambton st, Sunderland 
Garland, Edward, Liverpoo!, Tailor. July 30 at 3 at offices of Smith, 
Cort’s buildings, Preeson’s row, Liverpool 
Gaudin, Thomas, Manchester, Tailor. July 30 at4 at offices of Best, 
Lower King st, Manchester 
Glover, Charles, jan, Nottingham, Wine Merchant. July 31 at 21 at 
offices of Burton and Co, St James’ st, Nottingham ~ 
Gofton, Samuel Welford, Filey, York, Butcher, July 27 at 3 at offices 
of Cornwall and Waits, Queen st, Scarborough 
Graves, Peter, Lincoln, Tailor, Aug 1 at 1! at offices of Teyndee and 
Co, Bank st, Lincoin 
Harris, Samuel, Orchard st, Portman sq, Coach Builder. July 30 at 3 
at 145, Cheapside. Barnett 
Hazard, John Smith, The Pavement, Clapham, Fhemguabin ai. 
Aug 2 at 11 at offices of Cotton, Newington causeway, Southwark 
Hewett, William Theodore Frederick, King Edward’s rd, South 
Hackney, Licensed Victualler. Aug | at 2 at oitices of Spiller, 


Princes st, Bank 
Hill, John, Hatifax, Innkeeper, July 25 at 11 at offices of Rhodes, 
Horton st, Halifax 
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‘Hewitt, Edwin Minott, and Nicholson John Gardner, Wick lane, Old 
Ford, Chemical Manufact ‘Aug 1 at 2 at offices of Baddeley 
and Sons, Leman st, Goodman’s fields 

Hinds, Howell David, Pontardulais, Carmarthen, Innkeeper. July 27 
at 11 at offices of Davies and Hartland, Rutland st, Swansea 

Hochmuth, Andrew. Regent sq, Gray’s inn rd, Engraver. July 25 at 
2 at offices of Macmu'len, St Martin’s court, Leicester eq 

Hodge, John Surridge, Birmingham, Dealer in Fancy Goods. July 27 
at 3 at cffices of Sargent and Son, Argyle chambers, Colmore row, 
Birmingham 

Huddleston, William, and Frederick William Huddleston, Lincoln, 
Builders. July 31 at 11 at offices of Toynbee and Co, Bank st, 


Lincoln 

Jacobs, Solomon, otherwise Samuel Jacobs, Cannon st rd, St George’s 
East, Glass Dealer. July 26 at 10 at 28, Leicester sq. Fisher and Co 

Jeffery, Ambrose, Wood’s cottages, Old Kent rd, Mat Maker. July 30 
at 12 at offices of Sampson, Marylebone rd 

Jones, William, Liverpool, Joiner. Aug 3 at 3 at offises of Lowe, 
Castle st, Liverpool 

Kemp, Nathabiei, Hyde, Hat Manufacturer. July 20 at 3 at the 
Merch ants’ Hvtel, Oldham st, Manchester, Vaughan, Heaton 


Norris 
Kent, William Hardy, York villas, Upper Holloway, Enginer. Aug 6 
at 2 at offices of Whateley and Whitehead, erst vee 4 lane 
‘Keymer, Horace John, and Frederick John Sharp G » Palmerston 
buildings, Oid Broad st. Aug 8 at 3 at offices of Cooper Brothers, 
George st, Mansiou House. Foss, Abchurch lane 
King, Richard, Preed st, Paddington, Carpenter. Aug 9 at 3 at 173 
Ball’s Pond ra, Islington. Fenton 
King, William Robert, Manningham, York, Tailor. July 30 at 3.30 
at offices of Neill, Kirkgate, Bradford 
Kreglinger, Adolph, Shrubland grove, Dalston, Commission Agent- 
July 25 at 3 at offices of Barnett, Palmerston buildings, Old Broad st 
Large, William, Batheaston, Somerset, Market Gardener. July 30 at 
12 at offices of Stone and Co, Queen sq, Bath 
Leapman, Priscilia, Hastings, Dealer in China. July 30 at 3 at the 
Guildhall Tavern, Lamb, Brighton 
Lessware, John, Great Alie st, Whitechapel, Engineer. Aug 2at 2at 
23, Bush lane, Cannon st. Pedley, Bush lane 
Lipscombe, Henry, Silverton, Devon, Tailor. Aug 2 at 11 at offices of 
Fewings, Queen st, Exeter. Huggings, Exeter 
Littler, John, Hulme, Grocer. July 97 at 3 at offices of Addleshaw 
and Warburton, K:ng st, Manchester 
Lower, Matthew Henry, Crowle, Worcester, Gent. July 28 at 11 at 
Offices of Hill, Pierpoint st, Worcester 
MacGregor, Robert, and Thomas Armour, Manningham, York, Stone 
— July 30 at 11 at offices of Terry and Robinson, Market st, 
ford 
Makepeace, Joseph, jun, Coventry, Builder. July 26 at 1li at the 
Castle Hotel, Broad gate, Coventry. Minster, Coventry 
Maples, George, Swadlincote, Derby, Colliery Proprietor. July 27 at 
2 at the White Hart Hotel, High st, Burton-upon-Trent. Drewry, 
Burton-upon-Trent 
Marks, James Henry George, Clee, Lincoln, Storekeeper. July 27 at 
1] at offices of Grange and Wintriogham, St Mary’s chambers, West 
St Mary’s gate, Great Grimsby 
Masson, Antonine Paul Woolley, Curistchurch, Hants, Printer. July . 
31 at 2 at 269, High Holborn. Sharp 
McIntyre, John, Kingston-on-Thames, Slate Merchant. Aug il at 2 
at 16, Abchurch lane. King 
Moore, Joseph, Keighley, Yorx, Worsted Spinner. July 31 at 11 at 
offices of Wood and Killick, Commercial Bank buildings, Bradford 
Morgan, George Richard, Lianelly, Carmarthen, Grocer. Aug 4 at 11 
at 31, Stepney st, Llanelly 
Neal, William, Leominster, Broker. July 31 at 2 at offices of Moore, 
Corn sq, Leominster 
Nutt, Thomas, Bristol, Butcher. July 26 at 12 at offices of Martin, 
All Saints court, Exchange, Bristol 
Packer, Hevry, Bristol, Butcher. July 28 at 11 at offices of Meeres, 
Nicholas st, Bristol 
Phillips, John, Newport, Mon, Ironmonger. July 26 at 3 at the Bell 
Hotel, Gloucester. Gibbs, Newport 
Pierce, Eli, 8t Helens, Lancashire, Innkeeper. July 31 at 2 at the 
_ ence Hotel, Spring gardens, Manchester. Tattersall, Black- 
arn 
Pinden, Diana, Tetney, Lincoln, Grocer. Jaly 30 at 11.30 at the 
George Hotel, Kingston-upon-Hull. Grange and Wintringham, Great 
Grimsby 
Pinder, Overton, Fulstow, Linceln, Grocer, July 31 at 11 at offices of 
Hyde, jun, Upgate, Louth 
Pope, Frederick Henry Charies, Nottingham, Ink Manufacturer. July 
30 at 12 at 2, Old Moor Hail chambers, Friar lane, Nottingham, 
Stevenson, Nottingham 
Prestov, Edward, Mincing lane, Wholesale Tea Dealer. Aug 3at2 at 
offices of the Creditors’ Association of Wholesale Dealers, Arthur st 
east, London bridge. Carter and Bell, Eastcheap 
Raper, George, Tuilerie st, Hackney rd, Boot Manufacturer. July 25 
&t 3 at offices of Palmer, Charles sq, Hoxton 
Redmond, Isaac, Southside terrace, kney, Builder, Aug at2 at 
of Cheston and Sons, Great Winchester st builiings 
Roope, Charles Lynn, Bramley rd, Notting hill, Brewer. Aug 2 at 12 
at offices of the Incorporated Law Society, lane. Burchells 
Broad Sanctuary , 


Rumble, Thomas William, East hill, Wandsworth, Civil Engineer. 
hee y at the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Armstrong and 
9 ewry 
Smith, Cheries, Doncaster, Skin Dealer. July 27 at 3 at offices of 
Heathcote, French gate, Doncaster 
Snoges, Charies, Windsor, Plumber. Aug 1 at 3 at offices of Hooper 
avd Hetey, Bedford row 


Rates, Wien, Bristol, Saddler. July 25 at 11 at offices of Pitt, 


Broad st, 

Swallow, Alfred, Oldham, Agent. July 26 at 11 at the Black Swan 
Hotel, Bottom-’-the-Moor, Oldham. Ward, Manchester 

Teylor, Jobn Clask, Gore place, Victoria » Confectioner. July 26 
at 2 at offices of Pannell, Guildhall chambers, Basinghall st, Curtis, 
King st, Cheapside 





Thomas, John, otherwise John Morgan Tnomas, Gwer: 

marthen, Draper. July 27 at ll at the County Court Ome’ oe 
peter. Lloyd, Lam 

Thomas, Thomas, Br 
Webb, Union st, Ship st, Brighton 2 

Thomas, Thomas, Roath, Glamorgan, Builder. July 27 at 11 at officg 
of Hern, Working st, Cardiff. Spencer, Cardiff 

Thomas, William, Swansea, Grocer. July 23 at the Grand Hotd, 
Broad st, Bristol, in lieu of the place, originally named 

Trotter. Ralph Smith, New Brighton, Cheshire, Goods Salesman, 
ay 8 : at3 offices of Barrell and Rodway, Commerce court, Lonj 
st, Liverpoo 

Tuckett, Robert, Frome, Hatter. July 31 at 12.30 at the Grand Hote, 
Broad st, Bristul. Cruttwell and Co 

Tustin, George William, Bramley rd, Notting hill, Brewer, Aug 2 at 
lat the offices of the Incorporated Law Society, Chancery lang, 
Burchelle, Broad Sanc'uary, Westminster 

Vasey, Thomas, Burton Leonard, York, Carpenter. July 27 at2 at 
offices of Hirst and Capes, Borough Bridge 

Vaughan, John, South Featherstone, York, Shopkeeper. July 27 a 
11 at offices of Lake, Southgate, Wakefield 

Veasey, John, Leicester, Boot Manufacturer. July 30 at 12 at offices 
of Wright, Belvoir st, Leicester 

Wade, Arthor, Birmingham, Stock Broker. July 30 at 12 at the 
Great Western Hotel, Monmouth st, Birmingham. Parr, Birming. 


ham 

Walker, Joseph Briggs, Huddersfield, Waste Dealer. July 27 at i 
at offices of Learoyd and Co, Buxton rd, Huddersfield 

Wallace, John, and Andrew Lawrie, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Ship 
Chandlers. July 31 at 3 at offices of Watson, Pilgrimst, Newcastie. 
upon-Tyne 

Watkins, William, Dunster, Somerset, Lodging House Keeper. Ang 
2 at 11 at offices of Reed and Cook, Paul st, Taunton 

West, John, Langton Grange, York, Gent. July 31 at 10 at the 
Golden Lion Hotel, Northallerton, Waistell, Northallerton 

Wetherell, Nathan, Burleigh st, Strand, Wine Merchant. July 27 a 
8 at offices of Heritage and Co, Nicholas lane, Lombard st 

Wetherill, William Thomas, Over Darwen, Cotton Manufacturer, July 
it at 3 at offices of Smith and Garnett, Booth st, Manchester. Dean, 

reston 

Whittard, Joseph, Fish ponds, nr Bristol, Commission Agent, July 30 
at 12 at offices of Beckingham, Albion chambers, Broad st, Bristol 

Wiffin, George Lewis, Halstead, Essex, Beerseller. Aug 7 at 12at 
offices of Cardina!l, Halstead 

Wight, ‘Thomas Turnbull, Queensbury, York, Grocer. Aug] at Il at 
offices ot Tunnicliffz, Bank chambers, Bank st, Bradford 

Williams, Rees, Glyn, Glamorgan, Collier. July 25 at 11 at offices of 
Smith and Co, Victoria st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Wilson, Charles Albert, Leeds, Music Seller. July 31 at 1 at offices 
of Bell and Co, Bow churchyard, Cheapside. Hopps and Bedford 

we, Charles, Exeter, News Agent. July 30 at 10 at 8, Milk gt, 

xeter 

Werral), George, jun, Killamarsh, Derby, Colliery Proprietor. July%# 

at 12.30 at offices of Chambers and Son, Bank st, Sheffield 
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BEST DOOR MATS 


TRELOAR AND SONS, 


69, LUDGATE HILL, LONDON, E¢. 
EDE AND SON 


ROBE Dap MAKERS 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 


To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the Judicial Bench 
Corporation of London, &c. 


SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN’S COUNSEL’S DITTO, 
CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY & CLERGY GOWNS ul 
ESTABLISHED 1689, 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


PAINLESS DENTISTBRY. 
MR, G. H. JONES, 
SURGEON DENTIST, 

67, GREAT RUSSELL-STREET, LONDON 
(Immediately opposite the British Museum), 


Has obtained Her Majesty’s Royal Letters Patent for his pertectly 
painless system of adapting 


(Prize Medal, London and Paris) 
ARTIFICIAL TEETH ny ATMOSPHERIC PRESSURE. 











Pamphlet Gratis and Post-free. 





ton, General Dealer. July 90 at 3 at ofteas 4 
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TREUT CONTINENTAL STEAM PASSENGER 
SERVICE.—The GENERAL STEAM NAVIGATION COM- 
PANY’S STEAM SHIPS leave Irongate and St. Katharine’s Wharf, 
near the Tower, for 

HAMBURG.—Every Tuesday, Thursday, Saturday, and Sunday. 
July 22nd, at 11 a.m. ; 24th, at lp.m.; 26th and 28th, at 2 p.m. Fares: 
Saloon, £2 58.; fore cabin, £1 9s. Return tickets: Saloon, £3 8s. ; 
fore cabin, £2 4s. 

ANTWERP.—Everg Tuesday, Thursday, and Saturday, at noon, 
Fares: Saloon, £1 4s.; fore cabin, 16s. Return tickets: Saloon, 
£1 17s. ; fore cabin, £1 4s. 6d. 

.—Every Wednesday and Saturday. July 25th, at 12 noon, 
98th, at 3 p.m. Fares: Saloon, 18s.; fore cabin, 14s, Return tickets: 
Saloon, £1 7s. 6d.; fore cabin, £1 1s. 

BOULOGNE.—July 2ist, at 10a.m, and 11 p.m.; 23rd, at 11 a.m.; 
24th, at 12 noon; 25th and 26th, at 1 a.m.; 27th, at 2 a.m.; 28th, at 
2 pm. Fares: Saloon, 12s.; fore cabin, 8s. 6d, Return tickets: 
Saloon, 18s. 6d.; fore cabin, 13s. 

HAVRE.—Every Thursday. July 26th, at 12 noon. Fares: Saloon, 
13s.; fore cabin, 9s. Return tickets: Saloon, 20s. 6d. ; fore cabin, 14s. 
BORDEAUX.—Wednesday, July 25th, at 12 noon. Fares: Saloon, £3. 

Passengers must obtain their tickets at the Chief Office, 71, Lombard- 
street, on the day preceding. 

A steam tender conveys passengers, free of charge, to and from the 
ships when necessary. Stewards’ fees are included in the fares. 

For full particulars of through service, see bills, or apply to the 
Company’s agents at the towns named; or to the Chief Offices, 71, 
Lombard-street, and 37, Regent-circus, Piccadilly. 

The Company undertake all shipping and delivery business ir 
{london in connection with goods to be loaded in or discharged from 
their vessels, and make through rates, including all charges between 
all ports to which the vessels trade.—For particulars apply to the 
SECRETAFY. 


PARTRIDGE & COOPER, 
WHOLESALE AND RETAIL STATIONERS 
192, Fleet-street, and | & 2, Chancery-lane, London, E.C. 


paid to the Country on Orders exceeding 20s. 

DaartT Papen, 5s., 6s. 6d., 78. 6d., 78. 9d.,and 9s. 9d. per ream. 

Brizr Paper, 15s, 6d., 17s. 6d., and 23s. 6d. per ream. 

] Paper, 10s. 6d., 14s. 6d., and 18s. 6d. per ream. 

CrgamM-Laip Nore, 3s., 4s.,and 5s. per ream. 

LaR@E CaEAM~-LAID NOTE, 48. 6d., 63. 6d., and 8s. per ream, 

LARGE Bivx Nore, 38. 6d., 43. 6d., and 6s. 6d. per ream. 

PES, CREAM OB BuvE, 3s, 9d., 48. 6d., and 6s. 6d. per 1000. 

Tut “ TemPte’’ ENVELOPE, extra secure, 9s. 6d. per 1000, 

Footscar OrrictaL Envexores, ls. 9d. per 100. 

ParTaipes & Cooper’s Vettum Wove Oxvs-Hovuse Nore, 9s. 6d. per 
ream. Thisincomparable Paper has raised up a host of worthless 
imitations. Purchasers are particularly requested to observe that 
each sheet bears the fac-simile water-mark, ‘‘ PARTRIDGE 
COOPER’S VELLUM-WOVE CLUB-HOUSE PAPER,” withou 
which none is genuine. 

dnpentore Sxins, Printed and Machine-ruled, 2s. 5d. each, 28s, 

doz., 135s, per roll. 

D8 OR FOLLOWERS, Ruled, 2s. 1d, each, 24s, perdozen, 115s, pe] 


Reconds o8 MemontaL® 8d. each, 7s. 6d. per dozen. 
ledgers, Day Books, Cash Books, Let‘er or Minute Books. 
An immense stock n various bindings. 


ASTE PAPER.—O. HERBERT, Wholesale and 

Retail Bookseller and Waste Paper Merchant, &c., 60, Goswell- 
toad, London, E.0. Libraries purchased. C. Herbert, agent to the 
“Elgin New Paper Mills,” Chicago, desires to purchase Waste Paper, 
éuch as old ledgers, old account books, private documents (destroyed 
in the presence of the seller if desired), old briefs, quire stock, parlia- 
mentary reports, old books (with or without covers), newspapers, old 
‘magazines; likewise old parchment, waste string, &c. Bags provided 
if not less than 5 owt. talogue of Books on sale forwarded on re- 
-ceipt of two stamps. 


The Companies Acts, 1862 & 1867. 


Every requisite mnder the above Acts supplied on the shortestnotice 




















The BOOKS ana FORMS kept in stock for immediate use 
MEMORANDA and ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION speedily printed 
vin the proper form for registration and distribution. SHARE CER- 
TIFICATES, DEBENTURES, &c., engraved and printed. OFFICIAL 
BEALS designed and executed. No charge for sketches. Com- 
‘pinies Fee Stamps Railway Registration Forms. 





Solicitors’ Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & CO. 
(Late ASH & FLINT), 


Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c., 49, Fleet 
street, London, E.C. (corner of Serjeanta’-inn). 


Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 


A COIDENT INSURANCE COMPANY 
(Limited), 7, Bank-buiidings, Lothbury, E.C. 


General Accidents. | Personal Injuries. 
Railway Accidente, Death by Accidents. 
O. HARDING, Manager. 











] AW UNION FIRE and LIFE INSURANCE 
4 COMPANY. Chief Office—i26, Chancery-lane, London, W.C. 


The Funds in hand and Capital subseribed amount to upwards of 
£1,400,000 sterling. 
Chairman—James Cuppon, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, Goldsmith-build- 
ing, Temple. 
Deputy-Chairman—C. Pemserton, Esq. (Lee & Pembertons), Solicitor 
44, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 
Every description of Fire and Life Insurance business transacted. 
The Directors iavite attention to the new form of Life Policy, which 
8 free from all conditions. 
The Company advances Money on Mortgage of Life Interest and 
Reversions, whether absolute or contingent, 
Prospectuses, Copies of the Directors’ Report, and Annual Balance 
Sheet, and every information, sent post free, on application to 
FRANK M‘GEDY, Acthary and Secretary. 


'"NHE AGRA BANK (LIMITED) 
Established in 1833.—Capital, £1,000,000. 

HEAD OFFICE—NICHOLAS-LANE, LOMBARD-STREET, LONDON. 
Brawenes in Edinborgh, Calcutta, Bombay, Madras, Kurrachee, Agra, 
Lahore, Shanghai, Hong Kong. 

Current Accounts are kept at the dead Office on the terms eus- 
tomary with London bankers, and interest allowed when the credit 
balance does not fall below £100. 

Deposits received for fixed periods on the following terms, viz. :— 
At 5 per cent. per annum, subject to 12 months’ notice of withdrawal. 
For shorter periods deposits will be received on terms to be agreed 
upon, 

BIL1s issued at the current exchange ofthe day on any of the Branches 
of the Bank free of extra charge ; and approved bills purchased or sent 
for collection. 

SaLEs anD Purcuastes effected in British and foreign securities, in 
= India Stock and loans, and the safe custody of the same under- 
taken. 

Interest drawn, and army, navy, and civil pay and pensions realized 

Every other description of banking business and money agency, 
British and Indian, transacted. J. THOMSON, Chairman. 


ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON & FARMER’S 

LIST of ESTATES and HOUSES to beSOLD or LET, incinding 

Landed Estates, Town and Country Residences, Hunting and Shooting 

Quarters, Farms, Ground Rents, Rent Charges, House Pro and 

Investments generally, is published on the first day of each month, 

and may be obtained, free ofcharge, at their offices, 80, Cheapside, E.C., 

or will be sent by postin return for two stamps,—Particulars for inser- 

tion should be received not later than four days previous tothe end 
of the preceding month. 











Valuable Freehold Ground-rents, amounting to £102 per annum, amply 
secured upon twenty-six shops and dwelling-houses adjacent to 
Battersea Park-road, and about three minutes’ walk from York-road 
Station.—For Sale by order of the “TRWS 

ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, & FARMER, 

a) will SELL, at the MART, on TUESDAY, AUGUST l4, at TWO, 

in Ten Lots, well-secured FREEHOLD GROUND-RENTS of £16, £16, 

£12, £12, £12, £12, £8, £6, £4, and £4 per annum respectively, arising 
from Nos. 126 and 150 to 186 (even number: inclusive), New-road, 

Battersea; also 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, and 25, Agis-grove adjoining. Tne 

properties are leased for terms having about 50 years to run at the 

above-named ground-rents, and on the expiration of the leases the 
purchasers will be entitied to the reversion to the rack rentals, which 
are now estimated at about £630 per annum. 
Particulars and plau of 
Messrs. HILL, FITZHUGH, WOOLLEY, & GRIFFITH, Solici- 
tors, Brighton ; 
and of the Auctioneers, 80, Cheapside. 





; CITY OF LONDON. 
Extensive Freehold Premises, !et on lease for a short term.—A most 
eligible investment. 
MESSRS. ELLIS & SON are directed to SELL, 
by AUCTION, at the MART, on TUESDAY NEXT, JULY 
24th, at TWO precisely, the commodious FREEHOLD DWELLING 
HOUSE, with yard and buildings in the rear, occapying an area of 
of about |,600ft., situate No, 10 on the west side of Trinity-square, 
Tower-hill, an important and open position, close to Mark-iane, the 
wine and corn markets, and rapidly rising in public estimation; let 
for about six years to Mesars. Baur & Co., old tenants, at the low rent 
ot £180 per annum, but from the extent of ground forming an admirabie 
site for the erection (at the expiration of the lease) of mercantile 
warehouses or offices. 
Printed particulars may be had of 
Messrs. C. ROGERS & SON, Solicitors, 7, Westminster-chambers, 
Victoria-street ; 
at the Mart; and of Messrs. ELLIS & SON, Auctioneers, Estate 
Agents, and Surveyors, 49, Fencharch-street. 





A Net Income of £145 i1s. per annum, secured for 42 years, with early 
reversion to rack rentals, arising out of a well-built house and shop, 
No. 117, Edgware-road, stable and coach-house, with dwelling rooms 
over, being No. 3, Torrington-mews, Burwood-piace. 

R. WALTER KNIGHT is instructed by the 
Trustees to SELL, by AUCTION, on MONDAY, JULY 23, at 

ONE for TWO o’clock, at the MART, Tokenhouse-yard, in Two Lots, 

the above LEASEHOLD PROPERTIES, let on leases having short 

terms at low rents. 

Can be viewed by leave of tenants, with cards of the Auctioneer, 
Great Russell-street, Bloomsbury-square, of whom and 
ditions of sale be had; also of 

Messrs, A’ & SON, Solicitors, 17, Carlisle-street, Soho-square 
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Without Reserve.—Re W. W. Stanger, Esq., deceased.—Kent, in the 
arish of Shoreham, one mile from the railway station, and an hour’s 
journey from town.—A pretty little Freehold Estate of 20 acres, 
with cottage residence 


N ESSRS. EDWIN FOX & BOUSFIELD will 
B SELI, at the MART, on WEDNESDAY, JOLY 25, at TWO 
precisely, HIGH*IELD, a small compact Freehold Property of 20 
acres, in a ring fenc*, including thriving plantations of wood, hep 
— meadow and arable land, with a substanti-lly-built modern 

ouse, erected at considerable cost for the owner’s occupancy, contain- 
ing seven bed rooms, two sitting rooms, kitchen, and other offices. The 
situation is very picturesque, being high and hea'thy, about five miles 
from Sevenoaks, and in the midst of a good sporting country. This is 
just the place for a citizen to enjoy rest after the labours of a summ er’s 
day, or desirous of retiring from the cares of life. 

Particulars may he had of 

R. 8. TREDGOLD, Esq., Solicitor, 19, St. Swithin’s-lane, E.C. ; 

at the Mart; and of Messrs, EDWIN FOX & BOUSFIELD, 24, Gres- 
ham-street, Bank, E.C. 





KENT, SEVENOAKS. 
A charming Freehold Residence, and three acres of Grounds. With 
possession. 

AJ ESSRS. EDWIN FOX & BOUSFIELD will 
AVE SELL, at the MART, on WEDNESDAY, JULY 25, at TWO pre- 
cisely, avery choice FREEHOLD RESIDENCE, beautifully placed on 
a well-wooded eminence, known as Oakhill, at Sevenoaks, within ten 
minutes’ walk of the railway station. The house is approached by a 
carriage drive, and contaius eleven bedrooms and two dressiug rooms 
on the upper floors; and on the ground floor, large inner and outer 
halls, dining room abont 30/t. by 17ft., drawing room, library, cloak 
room, and two staircases. The domestic offices are quite shut off, and 
there are cellars in the basement, The grounds, about three acres in ex- 
tent, surround the house, are delightfully secladed, and include 
pleasure g*rdens, well planted with shrubs, and a capital kitchea 
garden. Water is]-id on throughout. 

Particulars obtained of 

EDWARD BROMLEY, Esq.. Solicitor, 43, Bedford-row; of 
Messrs, TARRANT & MACKRELL, Solicitors, 2, Bond-court, 
Walbrook, E.C. ; 

at the Mart; and of Messrs. EDWIN FOX & BOUSFIELD, 24, 
Gresham-street, Bank, E.C, 





OXFORD STREET. 

Highly important and valuable Freehold Estate, occupying the com- 
manding superficial! area of 7,600f., with a frontage of over 40ft., 
the back portion having been occupied by and built for a skating 
rink, but admirabiy adapted, at a very moderate outlay, for a 
restanrant, show room, or warehouse, and, both from its extent and 
position, available as a site for a theatre, music-hall, or other place 
of public entertainment, with the front premises, Nos. 316 and 317. 


ESSRS. EDWIN FOX & BOUSFIELD will 
SELL, at the MART, on WEDNESDAY, JULY 25th, at TWO 
precisely, a valuable FREEHOLD ESTATE, comprising the extensive 
bleck of property known as Nos. 316 and 317, Oxford-street, on the 
south and preferable side, a few doors west of Regent’s-circus, occupy- 
ing the extensive and superficial area of 7,600ft., with a frontage of 
42ft. The present erections consist of the capital and substantial 
house in front, five stories in height, with two commanding 
shops communicating, now in the occupation of Messrs. Manse!l, 
the well-known photographers; a handsome entrance lift. wide 
conducts to the back premi-es, which extend to a depth of 90 
feet and are 80 teet in width; they are of brick with glazed roof, 
have a gallery allroand, and are in communication with the front 
honse. The front portion is let ata rental of £500 a year ; the premises 
at the back were leased at a ground-rent of £800 a year, a large out- 
lay having been made by the lessee, The skating rink is now vacant, 
and an arrangement can be made for possession of the front buildings. 
The extent of the property and the importance of the position suggest 
its utilization in the present form for the purposes of a café or other 
place of entertainment. It is equally adapted for a warehouse or 
commercial objects, while, asa site for a theatre, music-hall, or other 
recreative purpose it is especially suited. 
May be viewed, and particulars had of 
k, G. LAURENCE, Esq., Solicitor, 13 Godliman-street, Doctors’- 
commons ; 
at the Mart; and of Messrs. EDWIN FOX & BOUSFIELD, 24, Gres- 
ham-street, Bank, E.C. 





By order of the Executors.—Gravesend.—Freehold Wharf and Shop 
Property, in the best part of the town.! 

ESSRS. HARDS, VAUGHAN, & JENKINSON 

| are instructed by the Executors of the late Mrs. Jane Burgess 
to SELL, at the MART, on TUESDAY, JULY 31, 1877, at ONE for 
TWO, in Lots, well-let FREEHOLD PROPERTY, situate in the 
centre of the town of Gravesend, close to the steamboat pier, and 
comprising a capital riverside wharf, approached from West-street, 
having a frontage to the Thames of 66 feet, and known as Gregory’s 
Wharf, with substantially erected modern buildings, comprising 
foreman’s house of four rooms, offices, large open coal eheds and salt 
warehouse ; two commodious dwelling houses with shops, Nos. 71 and 
72, West-street, each containing nine rooms; a detached house and 
old-established dining rooms (licensed as a beer house), No. 4, High- 
street, in the direct route to and close by the Town Pier, let to an old 
yearly tenant; a capital shop, with roomy dwelling house and ex- 
tensive back premises, known as No, 5, High-street, stabling and land 
in the rear, with a long frontage to Crooked-lane; a pair of cotta ges, 
Nos. 8 and 9, Bull-yard, with brick-built forge and stabling adjac ent. 
The property is all let, and in the occupation in most cases of old 
tenants, on leases and otherwise at te rents, amoun ting 
altogether to £332 per annum. May be viewed by permission of the 


tenants. 

Particulars, plans, and conditions of sale of 

b the Mart; and of the Anesiancots, & ‘Moorgets-etrect, E.C., and 
a art; and of the Anctioneers, 6, ‘Moorgate »0., an 
Greenwich, Kent, eae rice 





First-class Landed Investments, in Cambridgeshire.—T he Soham 
Estate, situate about four miles from the capital market town of Ely, 
containing 1,228a. 2r. 2p., producing nearly £2,000 per annum. 

ENRY STANLEY is favoured with instructions 
from the Trustees under the will of the late John Dobede, 

to SELL, by AUCTION, at the MART, Tokenhouse-yard, on FRIDA' 

JULY the 27th, at TWELVE for ONE o’clock, in Lots, the above very 

valuable PROPERTY, comprising Lark-hall Farm, 

$24a. 3r. 29p.; Metlan Farm, 259a, 2r. 30p.; and Great Hasse F; 

including 420a, ; which will be first offered in one lot, and if not 99 

sold then in separate lots. Also a first-rate farm called Hudson's, 

comprising 2084a,, in the occupation of Mr. Hopkias, in separate lots - 
and an inclo-ure of grass land, containing L5a. Or. 34p., in tha occupa- 
tion of Mr. Taylor. These farms qill be found most eligible inves. 
ments for trust or other fan ts, 
Particulars may be obtained of 
Messrs. BOWKER, PEAKE, BIRD, & COLLINS, 6, Belford-row, 


W.C.: of 
JAMES BUTTON, Esq., Solicitor, New market ; 
and of HENRY STANLEY, Warwick House, Bury St. Edmund’s, ang 
21, Gresham-street, E.C. 





LEICESTERSHIRE. 

The Hill House Estate, Cold Newton, ia tue pirish of Lowesby, mid. 
way between Leicester and Oakham, and within two miles ofa 
proposed railway station on the line now constructing between New. 
ark, Melton, and Leicester, situate in the centre of the most 
‘avourite part of the county, in an elevated position, It comprises 
altogether about 125 acres of rich grass-lands, inters persed with fing 
old timber, and is well watered by numerous «priogs issuing from the 
hills. There isasmall modern hunting- box, containing five bed rooms, 
reception rooms, and domestic offica; ans a capital set of stabling, 
affording accommodation for 23 horses, with rooms aud lofts over, 
two suites of rooms for stud-groom and farm bailiff, blacksmith’s 
shop, and other outbuildings. The property is admirably well 
placed, and is most suitable to the furthar development into a supe. 
rior hunting establishment, to which the existing stabling, house, 
and outbuildings would form a valuable adjunct, and is situate in 
midst of the best hunts and most select society of tne county. ‘The 
property is in hand, and possession wil! be given on. completion of 
purchase. 

ESSRS. E. & H. LUMLEY have been favoured 


with instructions from the Right Hon. Lord Aberdour, who has 
purchased Loddingtun Hall and now no longer requires this property, 
to SELL, by AUCTION, at the MART, Tokenhouse-yard, E.C.. on 
TUESDAY, JULY 31, at TWO o’clock precisely (unless previously dis- 
posed of), the HILL HOUSE ESTATE, Cold Newton, Leicestershire, 
close to The Coplow, a compact freehold property of 125 acres in ex- 
tent, ail in fine grass, and essentally a huuting pied-a-terre. 
May te viewed, and particulars, with plans, had of 
Messrs, CURRIE, WILLIAMS, & WILLIAMS, Solicitors, 32, 
Lineoln’s-inn-fiel ds ; 
at the Mart ; at Address and Inquiry Office, the “ Times ** Office, E.C.; 
and of LUMLEYS, Land Agents and Auctioneers, St. Jamas’s-stree t, 





CITY OF LONDON, 

Valuable Freehold Property, eligibly situate, Nos. 11 and 12, St. Mary- 
at-Hill, Eastcheap, close to Billingsgate-mfirket. It comprises 
Mariha’s Coffee-house, a carpenter’s shop, and two dwelling houses 
over, part let upon leases, and the remainder in the occupation of , 
weekly tenants, the whole producing a gross rental of about £253 
per annum. 


M ESSRS. NORTON, TRIST, WATNEY, & 00. 
Et are instructed to offer for SALE, at the MART, Tokenhouse- 
yard, on TUESDAY, AUGUST 7th, at TWO o’clock precisely, in One 
Lot, the above valuable FREEHOLD PROPERTY. 
May be viewed by permission of the tenants, and particulars had of 
Messrs. LYNE & HOLMAN, Solicitors, 5 and 6, Great Winchester- 
street, E.C. ; 
and of the Auctioneers, 62, Old Broad-street, E.C. 





PUTNEY. 
Freehold Ground-rents arising out of substantially built shop and 
residential property in High-street, Upper Richmond-road, and Dis- 
raeli-road. 


Me GEORGE KNIGHT has been favoured with 
7% instructions to SELL, by AUCTION, at the MART, Token 
house-yard, E.C., on WEDNESDAY, JULY 25, 1877, at ONE o'clock, 
the above valuable GROUND-RENTS, the property of the late William 
Alexander Tinkler, Esq. Also a freehold, known as Laurel House, 
Putney. And two Freehold Houses and Workshops, and stabling in 
the reer, being Nos, 11 and 12, Little Wild-street, Drury-lane, Covent 
garden. 

Particulars and conditions of sale will be shortly issued, and will be 


* sent on application to 


Messrs, ALLEN & SONS, Solicitors, 17, Carlisle-street, Soho- 
square, W.C. (to whom proposals for purchase by private con- 
tract can be made) ; 

or to the Auctioneer, at his o‘fices, 18, Bloomsbury-streat, W.C. 





Law Life Assurance.—Sale of Thirty £100 Shares. Valuable Invest- 
ments for members of the Legal Profession. 


\ R. BUCKLAND, of Cannon-street, is instructed 

by the Execntors of the late Richard Hall Appleyard, Esdy 

to SELL, by AUCTION, at the MART, Tokenhonee-ye 

TUESDAY, 8ist JULY, 1877, at ONE for TWO 0’ , in Six Lows 
of five Shares each, THIRTY £100 SHARES in the LAW 
ASSURANCE SOOLETY, on which £10 each have been paid. 

Pte TRIRCLAM & 0. Bol feitore ete ie ent-street, $.Wes 

essrs: .» Solicitors, arliam: We 
at the Auction Mart; and of the Auctioneer, 66, Cannon-street, 0. 





